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Digests of Recent Opinions “"32°*;, A039 Savic* 


FRAUD — The requirement of |the mental processes which in- 


“clear and convincing” proof | duced the trial court’s conclu- | 


of fraud does not apply to an 
action at law. 

—Where fraud or misrepresenta- 
tion is the basis of an action 


| 
| 


sion. The proof here amply sup- 

ported the judgment for the 

plaintiffs. 
Defendant 


misconceives the 


‘Blue Shield’ 


Executive Director Philip S. 
|Habermann of the Wisconsin 
| State Bar has come up with an 
| idea which he has presented—on 
|}an entirely informal basis—to 


at law, plaintiff is called upon | purpose of the receiver’s testi-| the ethics and economics com- 
to establish his claim only by|mony and misapplies the rule! mittees of his association. 


a preponderance of the evi-| he cites. 
dence, and a fair inference of |on personal knowledge of the} 


The testimony, based 


the alleged wrongdoing is suf- | record in the insolvency proceed- 
ficient to put defendant to his | ings, tended to establish that at 
proofs. |the time the representations 
EVIDENCE — Testimony by a| were made as to Crest’s financial 
receiver as to claims filed with | position, the company was obli- 
him, offered to establish the|gated to numerous creditors 
financial condition of the debt- | whose claims it was unable to 
or shortly before the receiver- | meet on a current basis. If the 
ship, is admissible and is not|defendant contended otherwise, 
within the exclusionary rule|he was free to cross-examine the 
of testimony concerning a for-| witness on this subject. 
mer trial or proceeding, where| Affirmed. 
the receiver testifies at the 





later trial and is subject to 

cross examination. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Foley, J. A. D. rendered Dec. 22, 
1961. Appellate Div. Armel vy. 
Crewick. For appellant — Wil- 
liam E, Logan. For respondents— 
Robert Diamond. 

Plaintiffs sued defendant for 
the amount of money due them 
for ice cream sold to Crest En- 
terprises, Inc. The action was 
based on the claim that defend- 
ant had fraudulently misrepre- 
sented to plaintiffs the solvency 
of Crest and thereby induced 
plaintiffs, in reliance on the 
misrepresentations, to make the 
sales to Crest and to extend 
credit to it. The sales were 
made in June. Crest was declar- 
ed insolvent in July and a re- 
ceiver was appointed. There 
was no dividend to general cred- 
itors. 

The trial court found defend- 
ant had misrepresented the fi- 
nancial position of Crest and had 
represented it as being solvent 
and solid; that plaintiffs had 
relied on this misrepresentation; 
and gave judgment for plaintiffs. 

At the close of the case de- 


the ground plaintiff had failed to 
prove the alleged fraud by “clear 
and convincing evidence.” The 
trial court denied the motion 
Stating there was “sufficient evi- 
dence to draw a fair inference 
that there was misrepresenta- 
tion.” Defendant asserts this was 
error. 

At the trial, the receiver of 
Crest was permitted to testify 
that as receiver a large number 
of claims for moneys due and 
owing by Crest as of the end of 





Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


December 19 to December 25, 1961 
NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
parti case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 


SUPREME COURT 

Appeals—None 

Petition for Certification 

Granted: 

Goldberg v. Housing Authority 
of Newark (A-143-60, App. Div., 
November 1, 1961, see “N.J.L.J.” 
of November 9, 1961). 

SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 

Retail Clerks Welfare Fund, Lo- 
cal No. 1049 y. Continental Cas. 
Co, (A-415-60, decided Decem- 
ber 21, 1961). 

Affirmed judgment granted on 
defendant’s motion for summary 
judgment, because complaint 
does not set forth cause of action. 
Plaintiff had contracted with de- 
fendant Ins. Co. for accident and 


|health group coverage for em- 


fendant moved for dismissal on —— ang Hed: paid He prem: 


iums. Over the years defendant 
had granted experience refunds, 
for which no provision was con- 
tained in policy and which de- 
fendant was not obligated to pay, 
to plaintiff and holders of simi- 


lar group. policies. Plaintiff 
charges it was discriminated 
against, in comparison with 


other policyholders, 


to N.J.S.A. 17:27B-4(7) (b), which 
prohibits unfair discrimination 
among policyholders. But that 
section is merely penal and 


May had been filed with him. It| does not give rise to individual 


is asserted this testimony was 
erroneously admitted as it con- 
cerned a former trial or pro- 
ceeding in which there was 
lacking the required identity of 
parties and issues and the oppor- 
tunity to cross-examine the wit- 
ness. 

Held: Historically, the court of 
equity has frequently applied the 
“clear and convincing” quantum 
of proof to averments of fraud. 
However, that requirement has 


not been applied to actions at| 


law and has been criticized as to 
its applicability even in equity ac- 
tions. This was an action at law. 
Where fraud or misrepresenta- 
tion is made the basis of an ac- 
tion at law, plaintiff is called 
upon to establish his claim by 
only a preponderance of the evi- 
dence and a fair inference of the 
alleged wrongdoing is sufficient 
to withstand a motion for judg- 
ment and to put defendant to 
his proofs. 

As to the ultimate judgment, it 
is this court’s function to deter- 
mine whether the evidence fair- 
ly supported the _ conclusion. 


This court is not concerned with '} 





| 





cause of action. Plaintiff’s griev- 

ance should be presented to 

Com’r of Bank. and Ins. for pos- 

sible penal action. 

Conklin v. Automotive Convey- 
ing (A-643-60, decided Decem- 
ber 21, 1961). 

Full digest on page 3 


|Armel et al v. Creswick et al 


(A-366-60, decided December 
18, 1961) 
Full digest on page 1 

Mathis et als v. Yarak et als 
(A-526-60, decided December 
20, 1961) 
Full digest on page 2 





(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 


in the a-| 
/mounts of its refunds, contrary 


| It is Habermann’s personal 
conclusion that any prepaid plan 
of legal insurance, patterned 
|after the medical Blue Cross or 
| Blue Shield plans, is neither nec- 
|essary nor economically feasible 
in law. But he thinks the pro- 
fession should explore further 
{the idea of a family retainer 
|plan. He thinks it might be 
|called a “Family Legal Service 
| Agreement,” whereby, for a fixed 
|and rather nominal annual sum, 
la family could have a family 
lawyer and feel free to consult 
him on legal problems of a non- 
emergency nature. 


Habermann tried his hand at 
drafting two alternative family 
legal service agreements defining 
the proposed services, which he 
circulated to the ethics and eco- 
nomics committees. Reactions 
were mixed. The principal point 
in favor of the plan was that it 
would encourage the “family 
lawyer” concept. The principal 
initial objection seemed to be 
that it might be considered in 
conflict with the non-solicitation 
clauses of the Canons of Ethics. 


Army Officer Hits 
‘Join Army Or Jail’ 
Sentences 


San Francisco (ACCN) — The 
practice of some judges of giving 
a youth convicted of a criminal 
offense the alternative of joining 
the army or going to jail has 
been criticized in a letter to Su- 
perior Court Judge Carl H. Allen 
here by Col. Glenn L. Clinebell, 
an army personnel officer sta- 
tioned at the Presidio military 
post. The letter was released to 
the press by Judge Allen. 


Col. Clinebell noted that “join 
or jail” mandates are not legally 
enforceable, and are, in his opin- 
ion, “extremely unfair to many 
thousands of honest, law-abiding 
and patriotic young men in uni- 
|form.” He added that army reg- 
| ulations in fact prohibit the en- 
listment or induction of anyone 
who is held under restraint or 
probation by the civil courts 
“until the end of such restraint 
or probation is followed by a 
long period of exemplary con- 
duct attested to by responsible 
private citizens and the courts.” 


“Even under these circum- 
stances.” Col. Clinebell wrote, “an 
applicant of such background 
would be subject to a most thor- 
ough screening before his papers 
were sent to the Department of 
the Army for final determina- 
tion.” 

“T am sure you will agree,” the 
Colonel stated, “that the choice 
of ‘jail or join’ is not a preroga- 
tive of the civil courts and that 
the decision must be made by 
the individual military service 
involved.” 
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Proposed Amendments To Rules Of Civil 
Procedure For The United States 


District 


Courts 





(Continued from last week) 
Rule 56. Summary Judgment 

(c) MOTION AND PROCEED- 
INGS THEREON. The motion 
shall be served at least 10 days 
before the time fixed for the 
hearing. The adverse party pri- 
or to the day of hearing may 
serve opposing affidavits. The 





(e) FORM OF AFFIDAVITS; 
FURTHER TESTIMONY; DE- 
FENSE REQUIRED. Supporting 
and opposing affidavits shall be 
made on personal knowledge, 
shall set forth such facts as 
would be admissible in evidence, 
and shall show affirmatively 
that the affiant is competent 


judgment sought shall be ren-/jto testify to the matters stated 
dered forthwith if the pleadings, | therein. Sworn or certified cop- 
depositions, answers to interrog- lies of all papers or parts there- 
atories, and admissions on file,;of referred to in an affidavit 
together with the affidavits, if|shall be attached thereto or 
any, show that there is no gen- | served therewith. The court may 
uine issue as to any material| permit affidavits to be supple- 
fact and that the moving party|mented or opposed by deposi- 
is entitled to a judgment as a/| tions, answers to interrogatories, 
matter of law. A summary judg- | or [by] further affidavits. When 
ment, interlocutory in charac-|a motion for summary judgment 
ter, may be rendered on the is-| is made and supported as pro- 
sue of liability alone although | vided in this rule, an adverse 





there is a genuine issue as to 
the amount of damages. 


Three More States 
Adopt Legal Checkup 
Programs 











The Illinois and Kansas state 
bars are among the latest to in- 
stitute the “Annual Legal Check- 
up” plan in those states. The 
Wisconsin State Bar is preparing 
to do so shortly. But Wisconsin 
is using a variation of the plan 
which originated several years 
ago in Michigan. They are drop- 
ping the “Annual” from the title 
and calling it instead the “Per- | 
sonal Legal Checkup.” 

In the Wisconsin plan also 
there is a simplified question- | 
naire form, limited to personal | 
and family information as dis- | 
tinguished from business in- 
formation. This is on the theory 
that business problems are likely 
to be taken to a lawyer anyway. | 





Lippman Named Passaic | 


Assignment Clerk 
Pursuant to Rule 1:29-1A, Pas- | 
saic County Assignment Judge} 
Harold Kolovsky has designated | 
Saul Lippman, Chief Court Clerk | 
and Special Deputy County 
Clerk, as Assignment Clerk to 
assist in the performance of the | 
administrative duties involved in| 
listing and assigning cases for 
trial, and motions. 

Mr. Lippman has been a court 
clerk for over 35 years. He served | 
in the prior Passaic County Cir- | 
cuit Court and the present Su-| 
perior Court, Passaic County. 





| 
School Attorneys Form | 
Association 


The seminar for school board | 
attorneys which has been meet- 
ing weekly all fall at Paterson | 
State College in Wayne culmin- | 
ated this week with a decision | 
to continue the fruitful sessions | 
as an organized group meeting | 
independently. It will be called | 
the New Jersey Association of | 
School Attorneys. The chair-| 
man of the steering committee 
is Louis Marton of Passaic. The 
next meeting is scheduled at the 
Essex House in Irvington, with 
the tentative date set as the first 
Monday in March. 
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party may not rest upon the 
mere allegations or denials of 
his pleading, but his response, 
by affidavits or as otherwise 
provided in this rule, must set 
forth specific facts showing that 
there is a genuine issue for trial. 
If he does not so respond, sum- 
mary judgment, if appropriate, 
shall be entered against him. 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S NOTE 
Subdivision (c). By the amend- 
ment “answers to interrogatories” 
are included among the materials 
which may be considered on motion 
for summary judgment. The phrase 
was inadvertently omitted from the 
rule, see 3 Barron & Holtzoff, Fed- 


|eral Practice & Procedure 159-60 


(Wright ed. 1958), and the courts 
have generally reached by inter- 
pretation the result which will here- 
after be required by the text of 
the amended rule. See Annot., 74 
A.L.R. 2d 984 (1960). 

Subdivision (e). The words “an- 
swers to interrogatories” are add- 
ed in the third sentence of this 
subdivision to conform to the a- 
mendment of subdivision (c). 

The last two sentences are added 
to overcome a line of cases, chiefly 
in the Third Circuit, which has im- 


| paired the utility of the summary 
| judgment device. A typical case is 


as follows: A party supports his 
motion for summary judgment by 
affidavits or other evidentiary mat- 
ter sufficient to show that there is 
no genuine issue as to a material 
fact. The adverse party, in oppos- 
ing the motion, does not produce 
any evidentiary matter, or pro- 
duces some but not enough to es- 
tablish that there is a genuine is- 
sve for trial. Instead, the adverse 
party rests on averments of his 
pleadings which on their face pre- 
sent an issue. In this situation Third 
Circuit cases have taken the view 
that summary judgment must be 
denied, at least if the averments 
are “well-pleaded,” and not sup- 
positions, conclusory, or ultimate. 
See Frederick Hart & Co., Inc. v. 
Recordgraph Corp., 169 F. 2d 580 
(3d Cir. 1948); United States ex rel. 
Kolton v. Halpern, 260 F. 2d 590 
(3d Cir. 1958); United States ex rel. 
Nobles v. Ivey Bros. Constr. Co., 
Inc., 191 F. Supp. 383 (D. Del. 1961); 
Jamison v. Pennsylvania Salt Mfg. 
Co., 22 F.R.D. 238 (W.D. Pa. 1958); 
Bunny Bear, Inc. v. Dennis Mitchell 
Industries, 139 F. Supp. 542 (E.D. 
Pa. 1956); Levy v. Equitable Life 
Assur. Society, 18 F.R.D. 164 (E.D. 
Pa. 1955). 

The very mission of the sum- 
mary judgment procedure is to 
pierce the pleadings and to assess 
the proof in order to see whether 
there is a genuine need for trial. 
The Third Circuit doctrine, which 
permits the pleadings themselves 
to stand in the way of granting an 
otherwise justified summary judg- 
ment, is incompatible with the bas- 
ic purpose of the rule. See 6 Moore’s 
Federal Practice 2069 (2d ed. 1953); 
3 Barron & Holtzoff, supra, § 1235.1. 

It is hoped that the amendment 


| will contribute to the more effec- 


tive utilization of the salutary de- 
vice of summary judgment. 

The amendment is not intended 
to derogate from the solemnity of 
the pleadings. Rather it recognizes 
that, despite the best efforts of 
counsel to make his pleadings ac- 
curate, they may be overwhelm- 


(Continued on page 5, coi. 1) 
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LANDOWNER’S LIABILITY — A 
landowner is not liable to a 
social invitee for injuries caus- 
ed by mere reason of a danger- 
ous condition on the premises 
of which the guest was aware. 

NEGLIGENCE — Where the de- 
fendant has gratuitously un- 
dertaken to do an act recog- 
nizably necessary to another’s 
safety and there is reasonable 
reliance thereon, the defendant 
will be liable for harm sustain- 
ed by the other from failure 
to exercise reasonable care to 
carry out the undertaking. 


LANDOWNER’S LIABILITY 


NEGLIGENCE— An owner who|.. . 


after being informed by a soc- 
ial invitee that his steps are 
getting slippery, undertakes in 
the guest’s presence to elimin- 
ate or reduce the hazzard, is 
liable, as a volunteer, for in- 
jury sustained by the guest on 
leaving as a consequence of a 
default in the undertaking. 

NEGLIGENCE — AGENCY — 
Whether a husband is liable on 
the theory of presumptive 
agency for a wife’s undertak- 
ing to and subsequent default | 
in reducing the slipperiness of | 
the steps of their home, raised | 
but not decided. 

Digested from an opinion by | 
Conford, S.J.A.D., rendered Dec. | 
22, 1961. Appellate Div. Johnson | 
v. Souza. For appellant—Russell | 
H. Hulsizer (Sollie Wolfman, 
atty). For respondents—Sidn2y 
Dincin (Breslin & Breslin, 
attys). 

Plaintiff sued defendant, hus- 
band and wife, for injuries sus- 





















LEGAL 
FOR ALL 
TRUST 
FUNDS 






anticipated for 
period beg. Jan. 1, 


compounded quarterly 


Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 
40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-0260 
Philip Klein, President 








\ 





tained when she fell down the 
icy front steps of their home 
after a social visit. The trial 
judge dismissed the action at 
the end of plaintiff’s case and/| 
she appeals. 

Plaintiff’s testimony was to 
the following effect: She left 
Newark by car at about 9:00 P.M. 
on Feb. 3, 1959, for defendant’s 
home in Lyndhurst. At Newark 
the ground had been “splotched 





In the present case a jury 
might reasonably infer reliance 
by plaintiff on Mrs. Souza’s un- 
dertaking to eliminate or reduce 
the hazard of slipperiness of the 
steps before she left the house. 
On that hypothesis, Mrs. Souza 
would be liable for the default 
of her daughter, whom she made 
her agent for the purpose, on the 
principle of respondeat superior. 
However, Mr. Souza did not par- 
ticipate in the transaction. The 
question as to whether liability 


with ice” and “slightly slippery”.| Can nevertheless be laid to him 
She arrived at defendants’ home /0n the basis stated in conjunc- 
about 20 minutes later and found | tion with the theory of presump- 
the front steps in the “same con-| tive agency of a wife for her hus- 
dition as it had been in Newark| band, has not been argued by 


splotchy ... not a sheet of| 
ice”. When she entered the house | 
she told Mrs. Souza “that their 
steps were starting to ice up.”| 
Thereupon the latter, in plain-| 
tiffs presence, told her daugh- | 
ter to “go down the cellar and) 
get the rock salt and put in on 
the steps.” The daughter said} 
she would do so and left the) 
room a “few times” during the| 
approximate hour or so that 
plaintiff was there. On leaving | 
the premises, plaintiff “took one | 
step”, slid, and injured herself. 
At the time, the steps were “a! 
sheet of ice”. 

In the pretrial order plaintiff 
claimed “defendants had know- 
ledge of the treacherous condition | 
of the front steps and voiced 
their intention to perform cer- 
tain acts to safeguard plaintiff 
when she left the premises, but 
they negligently ‘failed to do! 
so...” The trial court in dis-| 
missing the action stated that) 
defendant Mrs. Souza could not 


the parties. It should be explor- 
ed on the remand. 

Apart from the foregoing, de- 
fendants would not be liable to 
plaintiff by mere reason of the 
dangerous condition of the steps 
since no duty as landowners 
flowed from them to plaintiff, a 
licensee, she being as fully aware 
of the condition. 

Reversed and remanded for 


| new trial. 


CONTRACTS — Where seller of 
real estate under contract 
which conditions same on buy- 
er’s procuring F.H.A. mortgage 
arbitrarily refuses to cooperate 
in the securing thereof by re- 
fusing to sign a form required 
by F.H.A. regulations, this 
amounts to a breach of the 
contract entitling the buyer to 
damages and the broker to 
commissions. 

CONTRACTS — BROKERS — A 
real estate broker who under a 
contract for the sale of realty 


cessed, and on February 29, 1960 
Mrs. Yarak wrote to plaintiffs 
that she was exercising her right 
to terminate the contract by rea- 
son of failure of plaintiffs to ob- 
tain a mortgage commitment. 
Thereafter plaintiffs tried to 
close on an all cash basis but 
| Mrs. Yarak refused. 


| Plaintiffs then filed the pres- 
|ent suit for specific performance 
|}or damages against Mrs. Yarak. 
| Thereafter on July 5, 1960 plain- 
tiff’s attorney wrote the broker 
| Stating they had decided to dis- 
|continue their efforts to enforce 
ithe contract and requested re- 
|turn of the deposit. The broker 
|claimed it was entitled to its 
| full commission of $1,500 out of 
| the deposit and offered to return 
|only the balance on receipt of a 
|general release from plaintiffs 
|and Mrs. Yarak. 

| Plaintiffs then amended their 
|complaint to add a count against 
the broker for wrongfully with- 
| holding the deposit and the brok- 
/er cross-claimed against Mrs. 
| Yarak for $1,500. 

| The trial court ruled Mrs. Ya- 
rak had breached the contract 
| by refusing to sign the “Amend- 
|atory Language” form and was 
|liable to plaintiffs for damages 
}and to the broker for commis- 
|sions. It also ruled the broker, 
'in holding the deposit, was act- 
jing as agent of the seller. The 
{court entered judgment for 
| plaintiffs against Mrs. Yarak for 
| $2,500 with interest from March 
28, and for $265.30 in legal ex- 
|penses incurred. It further pro- 
vided the $2,500 was to be re- 
turned by the broker to be cred- 











|ited against the judgment for 
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Credit Group To Probe 
Chapter 13 Bankruptcy 
Cases 





Detroit, Mich. (ACCN)—The 
American Association of Credit 
Counselors will underwrite a 
survey of the causes for the in- 
creasing use of bankruptcy by 
debtors who resort to the pro- 
cedures set forth in Chapter XIII 
of the federal bankruptcy act. 

Morris Rabinowitch, president 
of the Association, said in an- 
nouncing the survey that Chap- 
ter XIII procedures are cumber- 
some and expensive. Estimated 
costs of this method range from 
18 to 25 per cent of the indebted- 
ness, he added. 

The basis of the sudy will be 
interviews across the country 
with debtors who have sought 
this relief in the past. An effort 
will be made to determine their 
reasons for seeking such a rem- 
edy, the cost of the same, and 
whether the debtors obtained 
the relief they expected. 


S.E.C. Forum Will Study 
Controlled Stock 
Sales 


Problems of controlling stock- 
holders and underwriters will be 
analyzed by a panel of more 
than a dozen lawyers skilled in 
S.E.C. work at a two-day forum 
of the N.Y. Practising Law In- 
stitute. 

Announcement of the program 
comes on the heels of a warning 
by Chairman William L. Cary of 
the Commission to underwriters 
of securities which are known in 


be charged with negligence in| 
relation to her telling her daugh- 
ter to put rock salt on the steps. 
“She did nothing ...so she did 
no negligent act.” The court was 
not impressed with plaintiff’s 
argument that defendant had 
“built up a sense of false security | 
in the mind of the plaintiff” and 
had indicated “it (salting would | 
he done”. 

Held: A jury question was pre- 
sented as to liability of Mrs.| 
Souza on the theory of inferable 
reliance by plaintiff on the gra- 
tuitous undertaking by defendant 
to assure plaintiff’s safety in 
traversing the slippery steps. 

Where the defendant has gra- 
tuitously undertaken to do an 
act or perform a service recog- | 
nizably necessary to another’s| 
safety and there is reasonable} 
reliance thereon, the defendant | 
will be liable for harm sustained | s 
by the other resulting from . : 
failure to exercise reasonable | Reuk ones See v. 
ont to carry out the undertak | Leon S. Wolk (Basile & Delchop, 

a attys). For plaintiffs — George 


mortgage loan holds the de- 
that it be returned to the buy- 


met or be paid to the seller less 
brokerabe if the contingency is 
met or waived, holds same in 
escrow as agent for both the 
purchaser and seller and is ob- 
ligated to return same to the 
purchaser on demand, without 
deduction of commissions, af- 
ter breach of the contract by 
the seller preventing fulfill- 
ment of the contingency. 

| UNCLEAN HANDS—The doctrine 
of “unclean hands” does not 
apply where the party acted in 
good faith or where the con- 
duct relied on injured one other 
than the party asserting its 
applicability. 

Digested from an opinion by 

















|P. Moser, Jr. (Moser, Roveto & 
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Financial Printers 


PECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the |tract with defendant Yarak to | 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


| McGough, attys). For defendant- 
|respondent — Emanuel H. Lud- 
| mer. 


|purchase residential premises 


ling an 
| eo 


| v6 


“F.H.A.” mortgage for 
1,500 and that either party had 
the right “to void this agreement 











| the mortgage loan has not been 








arranged or this provision waived 
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by February 28, 1960.” Closing 
was set for March 28, 1960. 
Defendants Ross _ negotiated 
the sale and accepted a deposit 
of $2,500. The contract provided 
the deposit was to be held in es- 
crow by the broker “to be paid 
to the Seller less brokerage com- 


FUND INSURANCE GROUP 





mission if mortgage contingency 











Courts. 
CERTIFICATES of regularity 
standing. 
| Courts. 
| Trenton. 
NATIONAL NEWARK & 
BLDG 


ESSEX “9 
NEWARK 2, N.J. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 





Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


is met or waived; or returned to 

j| the Purchaser if this agreement 
| is voided as herein provided.” 

|| Plaintiffs applied for an F.H.A. 





of proceedings or corporate 


to execute an “Amendatory 
Language” form required by the 
F.H.A. the substance of which 
made the agreement contingent 
on the Federal Housing Commis- 
sioner appraising the- property 
for not less than $25,000. Mrs. 
Yarak refused to execute the 
form, the loan was never pro- 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N.J. 
Tel. EXport 6-8439 

















contingent on procuring of a/| 
posit under a provision therein | 


er if the contingency is not} 


ullivan, J.A.D. rendered Dec. 22, | 


Plaintiffs entered into a con-| 


from Mrs. Yarak for $25,000. The | 

ARTHUR W CROSS INC | | contract provided that it was 
e 9 . | Subject to the purchasers obtain- 

New Jersey Division of 

b 3 PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MArket 3-4994 


| by written notice to the other if | 


| mortgage loan and in connection 
therewith Mrs. Yarak was asked | 


plaintiffs and that judgment was/the ..ade as “hot issues.” The 
| to be entered for the broker; Forum is scheduled for Friday 
against Mrs. Yarak for $1,500. | and Saturday, January 12 and 13, 
|Mrs. Yarak appeals. }at the Hotel Astor, New York 
Held: The trial court correct-| City. 
ly held Mrs. Yarak had breached | The panel of speakers includes 
|the contract and was liable to| Commissioner Manuel F. Cohen, 
| Plaintiffs for damages and to/ President Kennedy’s recent ap- 
| the broker for commissions. The/pointee to the Securities and 
| contract contemplated an appli- | Exchange Commission. 
|cation by plaintiffs foran F.H.A.| Available methods of disposi- 
|mortgage. Mrs. Yarak’s refusal | tion of securities by insiders will 
|to sign the form required by the | be studied and explained through 
| F.H.A. regulations was an arbi-| short talks and panel discussion. 
| trary refusal to cooperate with | Included in the program are the 
| the purchasers in securing the|sale and exchange of securities 
| mortgage. |acquired in mergers and con- 
| The court erred, however, in/solidations and shares issued in 
|ruling that the broker in hold-| reorganizations. 
|ing the deposit was acting as} Dealing with stock issues of- 
| agent for the seller. The broker! fered to the public for the first 
as escrow holder under the con-| time at arbitrary prices, usually 
jtract was acting as agent for) well below the free market to be 
|both purchaser and seller. |established on the day of the 
| After the seller breached the} offering, to which Mr. Cary re- 
|contract and the buyers request-| ferred, and shelf registrations, 
; ed the return of their deposit, the | will be discussed. Other topics 
| broker should have complied with/in the program are: 
| the request. The broker’s claim; Who is a Controlling Stock- 
| for commissions was against the| holder, Limited Dispositions in 
|seller, not the buyers, and he|Brokerage Transactions, Ex- 
|had no right to insist that the | change Offers, Loans Secured by 
|commission be paid out of the| Control Stock, Insider’s Liability, 
deposit. |Short Swing Profits and Under- 
Accordingly, the broker is lia-| writers’ Warrants and Cheap 
|ble to plaintiffs for the $2,500 | Stock. 
with interest from July 6, 1960,) Program and registration de- 
| the date on which the requested | tails are available at the Prac- 
|return was refused; Mrs. Yarak | tising Law Institute, 20 Vesey St., 
| is liable to plaintiffs for the legal; New York City. 
| expenses of $265.30, the only other | 
| damages proven; and Mrs. Yarak/in bad faith and, moreover, the 
is liable to the broker for the| injury was to plaintiffs, not Mrs. 
commission of $1,500. Her claim ; Yarak. 
of “unclean hands” by the brok-| Remanded for entry of judg- 
er has no merit. While the re-| ments accordingly with costs in 
fusal to return the deposit was|favor of plaintiffs against Mrs. 
legally improper, it was not done! Yarak and the broker. 


Introducing... 
A NEW OPTIONAL PLAN OF LONG TERM 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 
For Members of NEW JERSEY STATE BAR ASSOCIATION and 
ALL COUNTY ASSOCIATIONS WITH DISABILITY PLANS UNDERWRITTEN 
BY COMMERCIAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF NEWARK, N. J. 

|] @ LIFETIME Accident Benefits! 
@ 7 Years Sickness Benefits! 
@ House Confinement never required! 
@ Weekly Indemnity up to $150.00! 
@ 25% premium reduction for Members under age 85! 
This Plan is available to Members under Age 60 who 
are in good health and able to qualify. 
For descriptive literature complete and mail today. No obligation of course. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


APPEAL — The times fixed by, 
R.R. 5:2-5 for taking the vari- | 
ous steps following a notice of 
appeal are directory, not juris- 

dictional. 

—The dismissal of an appeal 
for failure to prosecute it in 
accordance with R.R. 5:2-5 is 
discretionary with the court, 
not mandatory. 

PRACTICE — The practice of 
having different judges sign 
orders in the same cause should 
be avoided as far as possible. 

—Except where the rules express- 
ly or by necessary implication 
provide otherwise, every liti- 
gant is entitled to notice of 
every motion affecting him, 
and orders, such as those ex- 
tending time for filing a tran- 
script on appeal, should not be 
signed ex parte. 

Digested from a per curiam 

opinion rendered December 22, 


1961. Appellate Div. Conklin v. 
Automotive. For appellant — 
Wallace S. Bernstein (Melvin 


N. Fine, atty). For respondent— | 


Frank Fink (James J. Carroll, 
atty). 
Conklin was awarded work- 


men’s compensation. The County 
Court reversed on the ground he 
had abandoned the employer’s| 
business at the time of the acci- | 
dent. Conklin appeals on the 
merits and on the further ground | 
that his motion in the County} 
Court to dismiss the appeal for| 
failure to prosecute it diligently 
in accordance with R.R. 5:2-5| 
should have been granted. | 

The notice of appeal to the) 
County Court was filed Sept. 1,| 
1960. On September 14, Automo- | 
tive obtained an ex parte order | 
extending the time to file the} 
transcript and exhibits for 20 
days on the ground the tran- 
script had been ordered but had 
not yet been received. On Oct. 
5 the time was extended by an- 
other ex parte order for 30 more! 
days, for the same reason. On 
Nov. 3 the transcript was filed. | 
On Nov. 17 a third ex parte order 
was obtained extending the time 
to file the exhibits for 15 days. 
There was apparently some diffi- 
culty in locating the exhibits. 
On Nov 30 Conklin’s attorney lo- 
cated and filed the last exhibit. 
In late December, Conklin made 
the motion to dismiss, returnable 
January 13, 1961. On January 3, 
Automotive obtained a fourth ex 
parte order, extending the time 
to file its brief to January 6. 
Each of the orders was signed 
by a different judge. The appeal 
was heard January 27. 

Held: Conklin contends that 
the times fixed by R.R. 5:2-5 for 
taking the various steps follow- 
ing a notice of appeal are juris- 
dictional. That is not so. R.R.| 
5:2-5 (e) provides that any ap-| 
peal may be dismissed if the 
transcript and exhibits are not 
transmitted or if the appeal is} 
not prosecuted in accordance 


'from Puerto Rico. 


|and that the two older of the 


with this rule. 

Conklin contends that, if not 
jurisdictional, it was an abuse 
of discretion for the County 
Court to refuse to dismiss the 
appeal, citing Senape v. Troisi, 
28 N.J. Super. 256. In the Senape 
case the appellant did nothing 
to prosecute the appeal for al- 


most 3 months and until after]... 


the notice to dismiss was served 
on him. Here it appears the time 





between the appeal and the fil-| ° 


ing of the brief was taken up in| 
waiting for the transcript, look- | 
ing for the exhibits ete. | 

However, the practice of hav-| 
ing a different judge sign each} 
order should be avoided as far} 
as possible. And, though the | 
error here was not prejudicial, it 
was improper to sign the exten- 


sion orders ex parte. Except 
where the rules expressly or by 
necessary implication provide 


otherwise, every litigant is en- 
titled to notice as to every mo- 
tion affecting him. 

As to the merits, this court 
agrees with and adopts the opin- 
ion of the County Court. 

Affirmed, no costs. 


DEATH ACTIONS — The deter- 
mination of who are the bene- 
ficiaries and the distributees 
of a recovery under our Death 
Act is determined by our law 
and not the law of domicile of 
the decedent. 

—While the law of the domicile 
may govern the status of a 
person with relation to the de- 
cedent, where such law as well 
as our law declares a child to 
be illegitimate such child is 
not one who for whose bene- 
fits a death action for the 
death of his putative father 
can be maintained under our 
Act. 

—Under our present Death Act, 
recovery can be had for any 
persons entitled to inherit the 
intestate’s personal property 
under our law. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Brown, J.C.C. rendered December 
21, 1961. Superior Court, Law 
Div. Di Medio v. Port Norris. For 
plaintiff — Nicholas A. Lacovara. 
For defendant — Carl Kisselman 
(Kisselman, Devine, Deighan & 
Montano, attys). 

Plaintiff, as administratrix ad 
pros of the Estate of Victor Cruz, 
sues for his wrongful death, un- 
der the Death Act. The complaint 
alleges the action is brought for 
the benefit of Susana Torres, the 
widow of decedent, and his four 
surviving and dependent chil- 
dren. 

Cruz was a migrant worker 

It is stipulated that no cere- 
monial marriage ever took place 
between Cruz and Miss Torres, 


four children were not born of 
decedent’s relationship with Miss 
Torres but were born to her out 
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| P P e.. | 
;of some previous relationship | 


with one Lopez. * 

Defendant moves to strike the 
complaint on the ground that 
none of the persons mentioned 
are entitled to take decedent’s 
personal property under the 
New Jersey Death Act. 

Held: It is agreed that neither 





Miss Torres nor the two older 
children can take decedent’s 
I property under either 
Puerto Rican or New Jersey law 
ind the claim on their behalf is 
accordingly dropped. Plaintiff 
contends, however, that the two 
younger childred, are dependents 
of decedent, are entitled under 
Puerto Rican law to take his per- 
sonal property, and that accord- 


ingly the suit is maintainable on 
their behalf. Defendant concedes 
that the law of Puerto Rico gives 


these two children decedent’s 
personal property but contends 
the law of New Jersey governs, 
not the law of Puerto Rico, and 
that consequently they do not 
have a cause of action. 

Under New Jersey law, illegiti- 


mate children may take intestate 
property only from their mother 
and not from the putative father. 

Under Puerto Rican law, chil- 


Gren born out of wedlock after 
1952 have the same status as 
that of legitimate children. Chil- 
dren born before 1952, however, 


which is the case as to the two 
children here, are classified as 
legitimate or illegitimate but il- 
legitimate children recognized by 
the putative father as his chil- 
dren can inherit from him and 
are entitled to be supported by 
him. 

The New Jersey Death Act 
originally provided that recovery 
thereunder shall be for specified 
persons to be distributed among 
them according to the law for 
distribution of personal property 
of an intestate. This was changed 
by N.J.S. 2A:31-4 to provide that 
recovery shall be for the “benefit 
of persons entitled to take any 
intestate personal property of 
the decedent...” (Bold face sup- 
plied). Thus, if Puerto Rican law 
governs, plaintiff would be en- 
titled to maintain this suit. 

As indicated, under Puerto 
Rican as well as New Jersey law 
the status of the children in 
this case is that of illegitimacy. 

The great weight of authority 
is to the effect that the ex loci 
delicto governs the determina- 
tion of who are beneficiaries 
and the distribution of the re- 
covery among such beneficiaries 
at least where and to the extent 
that these matters are an inte- 
gral part of the cause of action 
and cannot be separated from it. 
However, a _ statute providing 
only that the damages shall be 
disposed of as personal property 
of the deceased requires the 
damages to be distributed ac- 
cording to the statute of descent 
and distribution of decedent’s 
domicile. And, the law obtaining 
at the time of death or when 
the cause of action accrues gov- 
questions respecting the 

aries and distribution of 
the recovery. 

In death actions, the mode of 
distribution has been declared to 
be an integral part of the cause 
of action and inseparable there- 
from. The distributees are gen- 
erally regarded as entitled to the 
proceeds, not as heirs or by suc- 
cession, but as beneficiaries of 
the statute. 

Accordingly, the children here 
being illegitimate under both the 
law of Puerto Rico and the law of 
New Jersey they cannot inherit 
under the New Jersey Statute 
and therefore cannot have the 
benefit of our act. 

Order accordingly. 








Announcement 

Irwin J. Silverlight has moved 
his office to 239 Walnut Street, 
Westfield, where he will continue 
in the general practice of law 
under the firm name of Silver- 
light and Berenson with Robert 
B. Berenson who has recently be- 
come associated with him. 








_, 


TAXATION — FEDERAL LIENS 
—INSURANCE. | 


tained a lien pursuant to 26 USS. | 
C. Sec. 6321 against all the prop- | 
erty and rights to property of | 
the taxpayer by giving notice of | 
assessment and demand for pay- 
ment to the taxpayer. On July 7, 
the government gave notice of 
the lien to defendant, an insur- 
ance company which had issued 
three policies on the life of the 
taxpayer. The amount of the 
government’s lien exceeds any 
possible value of the policies. The 
policies provide that the insured 
may change the beneficiary and 
receive the cash surrender value 
and further for an automatic | 
loan against the loan value to 
pay unpaid premiums. The USS. | 
now seeks to foreclose its lien 
on the interest of the insured 


full increased cash surrender 
date of this suit without deduc- 
tion for premium loans made un- 


der the automatic loan provision. 


the right to the cash surrender 
value is personal to the insured 
and cannot be exercised by a 


that it was contractually obli- 
gated to make the automatic 
premium loans and hence is en- 
titled to retain from the cash 
surrender value the amount of 
such premium loans or advances. 
The cash surrender value with- 
out deducting the premium 
loans, which greatly increased 
the value, is over $35,000. The 
loans with interest are over 
$19,000. The surrender value in 
1950 was approximately $14,000. 

Held: The question is (1) what 
was the insured’s property right 
in the cash surrender value on 
May 15, 1950 when the Collector 
gave notice of and demanded 
payment of the lien and (2) 
does the lien attach to succes- 
sive increments of cash surren- 
der value without diminution 
for premium loans by the in- 
surer? 

Although the property right of 
the insured in the cash surrender 
value is protected against cred- 
itors by New Jersey Law (NW. 


operative to prevent the attach- 
ment of liens created by federal 
statutes in favor of the U.S. And, 
once the lien attaches, the Gov- 
ernment can enforce it, as here, 
in an appropriate action in the 
insured’s lifetime and thereby 


fied thereof. 

No State statute or inter partes 
agreement can impair the pri- 
ority of a Federal tax lien once it 


cash surrender value, the insur- 
er permitted the cash surrender 


in these policies and seeks the} 


value of the policies as of the! 


The insurer contends firstly that | 


court or creditor, and second | 


S.A. 17:34-29), state law is in-} 


recover the cash surrender value. | 
The lien therefore attached to) 
the surrender value on July 7,}| 
1950 when the insurer was noti- | 


attaches. Having received notice | 
of the lien with respect to the} 
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U.S. District Court Decision 


value to increase with notice of 
the priority status of the lien, 


On May 15, 1950 the U. S. ob- | and continued to make premium 


loans whereby that cash sur- 
render value was progressively 
increased. The argument of the 
insurer that it was obligated by 
the policies to grant automatic- 


{premium loans is met by the 


obvious right which accrued to 


{the insurer to obtain an adjudi- 


cation of its rights and obliga- 
tions in the light of the lien. It 
did not see fit to do so but con- 
tinued to participate in the en- 
hancement of the value of the 
|res to which the lien attached. 

The government is entitled to 
the full current surrender value 
without deduction for premium 
loans. 

Opinion by Wortendyke, D.J. in 
US. v. Bankers, Civil No. 1214-58. 
David M. Satz by Raymond W. 
Young for the Gov’t. McGlynn, 
| Stein & McGlynn for defendant. 


Announcements 


Guy H. Haskins, Jr., James A. 
Robottom and Arthur J. Martin, 
Jr. will form the firm of Skeff- 
ington, Haskins, Robottom & 
| Martin, on January 1, 1962 to 
|continue the general practice of 
|law heretofore conducted by the 
|firm of Skeffington, Haskins & 
|Robottom, 98 Broad St., Bloom- 
field. James J. Skeffington will 
| be counsel to the firm. David L. 
| Hack will be associated with the 
| firm. 


| Julius L. Malkin has moved his 
office to 215 Union St., Hacken- 
sack. 


The firm of Garven, Gelman & 
Hollander has moved its offices 
to 241 Main St., Hackensack. 
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THE USE OF AUDITORS TO RELIEVE 
CALENDAR CONGESTION 


In a well administered judicial system, persisting calendar 
congestion is the end product of a shortage of judicial facilities. 
A principal cure is an increase in judicial manpower. The Federal 
Civil Rules have long provided for ad hoc judges, by allowing the 
appointment of masters to hear disputed fact issues and to report 
their findings, on a final basis, where the parties so stipulate, 
otherwise for submission to the court or jury at the eventual 
retrial. A corresponding rule has been a part of our state practice 
since 1948. Such references in the Federal practice are rare. 
In the state practice they are rare, chiefly because the prior ap- 
proval of the Chief Justice is necessary and seldom has been 
granted. 


Massachusetts has had a similar system, which was invoked 
again in 1956, when trial delays began to reach 48 months. A 
study of the results over a four year period has recently been 
published in 110 U. of Pa. L. R. (November 1961). The authors 
are Professor Maurice Rosenberg of Columbia Law School and 
Robert Chanin, a staff attorney of the Columbia University Project 
for Effective Justice. The article is entitled ‘Auditors in Massachu- 
setts As Antidotes for Delayed Civil Courts”. 


The study focuses on Suffolk County which includes Boston. 
The Superior Court in that county carries approximately 2/5 of 
the entire case load of the court and is staffed by 15 of the 37 
judges of the court. During the survey period some 5,100 law cases 
were processed by 18 auditors, for the most part senior members 
of the Bar, who devoted about half their time to this work at an 
hourly rate of $9.00. 


Of these cases, only one in seven would have reached trial had 
they remained on court calendars. In the final result, four out of 
every five such hard core cases, once decided by auditors were 
returned to court for plenary retrial. The net result was that the 
courts were spared the trial of approximately 135 cases over a 
four year period. In short, 18 auditors, working half time, disposed 
finally of cases which would otherwise have required the court 
time of about from one to two additional judges. The work of 
the auditors cost the public about $90,000.00 a year, or $5,000.00 
per auditor. The cost to litigants of conducting more than 500 
plenary retrials of the same cases were not estimated by the author. 
Many of the audited cases arose from auto accidents. If contin- 
gent fees in such cases are as customary in Massachusetts as they 
are in New Jersey, the dual trials were simply another charge 
against the lawyers’ time. That retrials were necessary is evident 
from the results. The jury disagreed with the auditors, either as 
to liability or damages, in two cases out of five. Approximately 1/5 
of the disagreements were over liability. On the average juries 
were more favorable to the plaintiff on liability and more conserv- 
ative than auditors as to damages. 





The Massachusetts study does not estimate what Massachu- 
setts would have paid had full time judges been appointed to deal 
with the hard core cases which the auditors disposed of finally. 
In New Jersey, each Superior Court judge costs the public about 
$75,000.00 a year, including assistants, court attendants, court room, 
pension accumulation, etc. At the same rate, Massachusetts in- 
curred about the same cost for the auditors, while litigants and 
counsel paid the additional, massive cost of double trials of the 
same cases. 


The Massachusetts experiment has interest as an emergency 
measure for disposing of an accumulated backlog of cases. Its 
demerits as a long term solution are hardly open to argument. 
It is too late in the day to revive in New Jersey the spectacle of 
part time judges. Nor is it fair to burden any class of litigants 
with a special aspect of the cost of administering justice, here 
the cost of participating in two trials where one should suffice. 
Each of these expedients in its best light, is a recourse to either 
second class justice on the one hand or an obstruction to court 
access on the other. And neither is worthy of a society, in which 
justice is both the most essential and most economical] of public 


services. 





Court Holds Photostats 
Sufficient To Satisfy 
Evidence Rules 


WASHINGTON, D.C. (ACCN)— 

The U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia has rul- 
ed that certified photostatic 
copies of some 52 pay vouchers, 
alleged to have been fraudulent- 
ly issued at defendant’s behest, 
were validly admissible to help 


defrauding the government. 

Defendant had objected that 
the originals of the vouchers 
rather than the duly-authenti- 
cated photostats thereof should 
have been offered in evidence 
under the Best Evidence Rule. 

He had been found guilty on 
each of 52 counts based on the 
vouchers, signed by him, against 
which government checks were 
issued to pay four persons who 
were not entitled to compensa- 
tion. The photostats were pro- 
duced by the head of the Rec- 
ords Information Unit of the 
General Accounting Office, who 
testified that he had control and 
custody of records such as vouch- 
ers. 

In upholding defendant’s con- 
viction, the Court of Appeals 
cited 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1733, which 
makes admissible in evidence 
“equally with the originals there- 
of,” properly authenticated cop- 
ies or transcripts of government 
documents. 

The court conceded that “the 
originals of the vouchers might 
more accurately satisfy the re- 
quirements of the ‘best evidence’ 
rule,” but added that the stat- 
ute was conclusive. Moreover, 
the opinion continued, “the over- 
whelming evidence .. . clearly 
established [defendant’s] guilt, 
even if the vouchers had in fact 
been destroyed.” 

There was no suggestion, the 
court noted, that defendant 
sought and was denied produc- 
tion of the originals. Neither 
had he attempted to show that 
the photostats did not faithfully 
reproduce his handwriting or 
that an expert’s identification 
of his signature from the photo- 
stats was inaccurate. 

The decision was rendered in 
the case of Taylor v. United 
States, U.S. App. D.C., No. 16,524, 
in a unanimous opinion written 
by Judge John A. Danaher and 
concurred in by Judges Charles 
Fahy and George T. Washington. 


Colorado Judge Rules 
Dad, 18, Can't Have 
Custody Of Child 


Denver, Colo. (ACCN) — Colo- 
rado District Court Judge Henry 
E. Santo has ruled that an 18- 
year old father is too young to 
be awarded the custody of his 
five-months’ old baby daughter. 
He gave the custody instead to 
the child’s maternal grand- 
mother, Mrs. Jeannette Trujillo, 
36. 

Judge Santo said in his official 
opinion that the father, Leon- 
ard Benavidez, was morally and 
financially fit and capable to 
have his daughter’s custody. But, 
he added, “the court would in- 
deed be blind if it were to ig- 
nore the indisputable fact that 
the natural father is himself only 
a youth of 18, a minor in the eyes 
of the law. 

“His whole life is still before 
him. Can we expect that he will 
forego all the pursuits of youth 
and confine his non-working 
hours to the care of the child? I 
think the only obvious answer 
to this question is ‘no’.” 

Mrs. Barbara Benavidez, Mr. 
Benavidez's wife and the child’s 
mother, was killed in an auto- 
mobile accident several weeks 
ago. She, also, was 18. The 
Benavidez couple were separated 
at the time of the tragedy. Mrs. 
Benavidez’s mother, Mrs. Truj- 
illo, had taken the child when 
the mother was killed, and had 
refused to give it up to the 
father. 


| dars. 


; |indictments and accusations were 
convict defendant on charges of 





Administrative Director's Report For November 


In the Superior and County 
Courts 1887 civil cases were dis- 
posed of during the month, 36% 
more than during November of 
last year, but the courts never- 
theless lost ground in their bat- 
tle to reduce the backlog of 


pending litigation as 1986 new | 


cases were added to the calen- 
On the criminal side, 1294 


filed during the month, 452 more 
than during the same month 
last year, and only 905 termin- 
ated, thus resulting in an in- 
crease in the number of cases 
pending on the criminal calen- 
dars. The situation again dem- 
onstrates the need for the addi- 
tional judges which can be pro- 
vided by the filling of existing 
vacancies. 

The County District Courts 
made good progress during the 
month in reducing the number 
of cases pending on their calen- 
dars in the 21 counties, dispos- 
ing of 15,813 cases, almost 1000 
more than the number of new 
cases instituted. While overall 
there are only a few more cases 
pending today than there were 
a year ago, the calendars are 
actually considerably behind last 


Hold First ABA Seminar 
On Communism In 
Cincinnati 








The first in a series of semin- 
ars on communist tactics, to be 
conducted throughout the coun- 
try under the direction of the 
American Bar _ Association’s 
Special Committee on Commun- 
ist Tactics, Strategy and Objec- 
tives, was held at the Nether- 
land Hilton Hotel in Cincinnati, 
O., Dec. 8 under sponsorship of 
the Cincinnati Bar Association. 

Irwin S. Rhodes, Cincinnati 


attorney and chairman of the} 
ABA committee, said the semin- | 


ars will be held under local and 
state bar sponsorship 


cities around the nation so that | 


“members of the bar and other 
invited professional 
groups can receive sound, fact- 
ual, documented and non-parti- 
san information on commun- 
ism.” 

Lawyers practicing within a 
100-mile radius of Cincinnati 
were invited to attend the “Ohio 
Valley Lawyers Seminar on the | 
Tactics and Strategy of the} 
Communist Conspiracy.” The} 
afternoon and evening sessions | 
featured some leading authori- | 
ties on communism. A panel | 
session included Dr. William Y. | 
Elliott, Dean of the School of 
Public Administration at Har-| 
vard University; Leon S. Lipson | 
of Yale University School of Law, | 


in key} 


and civic | 


| year since the number of pend- 
| ing cases in which juries have 
| been demanded is up almost 
| 1300 over last year and it is these 
|cases that take the greater per- 
centage of the courts’ time to 
| try. 
The calendars of the Juvenile 
'and Domestic Relations Courts 
showed some improvement dur- 
ing November with 1698 juvenile 
|complaints, 1301 domestic rela- 
| tions matters and 339 reciprocal 
|Support cases being disposed of 
| while new filings in these three 
| categories were 1555, 1035 and 
| 286 respectively. 
Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director 
of the Courts 


States’ Drive For More 
Revenue With New Taxes 
And Rate Boosts 


State legislatures continued to 
drive for more revenue with new 
taxes and rate boosts, according 
to Commerce Clearing House, in 
its 1961 Annual State Tax Re- 
view. 

Major new taxes included the 
2% sales tax adopted by Texas, 
bringing the number of sales tax 
states to 38. West Virginia join- 
ed the states levying an income 
tax, now totalling 36. The Com- 
muter’s Income Tax adopted in 
New Jersey is tied in with trans- 
portation expenses. 

Improved collection of income 
taxes rated high as a legislative 
objective this year. General 
withholding of state income 
taxes from paychecks was adopt- 
ed by five more states, bringing 
the total to 27. Two other states 
withhold from nonresidents only. 

The continuing trend of in- 
creasing the rate and broaden- 
ing the application of the sales 
tax was evidenced by actions in 
|seven states during the year. 
Cigarette taxes were raised in 17 
|Sstates with increases ranging 
from 1¢ to 4¢ a pack. Gasoline 
| taxes were upped in 6 states, the 
CCH review said. 

All told, legislative sessions 
were held in 48 states during the 
year, Kentucky and Virginia were 
|the exceptions. Results of the 
| heavy tax activity showed up in 
| the record total tax collection of 
$19 billion, up nearly a Dillion 
dollars over the prior year’s total 





take. 


The average per capita state 
tax burden for all states ad- 
vanced to $106, up more than 
$4 during the year. The leading 
revenue producers were: Sales 
taxes (30 states); income taxes 
(14 states); gasoline taxes (5 
states); and severance taxes 
(Louisiana). 


and Dr. Charles Wesley Lowry of 
the Foundation for Religious! A total of 10 states have now 
Action in the Social and Civi]| entered into “agreements of co- 
Order, headquartered in Wash-| operation with the federal gov- 
ington, D.C. ernment. These agreements pro- 
—_—_—_—___—_—_—_—_ vide for a mutual exchange of 
Appellate Division information on tax returns. 
Schedule Congress also is taking a new 
look at taxation on a 
Commerce by various states an 
PartA PartB PartC | 1,04) taxing bodies. The House 
T = Trenton N = Newark | Judiciary Committee’s subcom- 
Jan. 8 By oi N mittee has been conducting pub- 
15 N iy T lie hearings in a broad investi- 
22 ck a — |gation which may result in fed- 
29 oo N T eral limitations affecting all 
Feb. 5 T N T | states. 
(Tues.) 13 N aes = The hearings are expected to 
19 — T N disclose the effect on multistate 
26 lg N T manufacturing and mercantile 
Mar.5 T a __ _|corporations of state and local 
12 za T N |taxes on, or measured by, net 
19 N T 7; jincome. Two groups of subjects 
26 T be __—| are being aired. 
Apr. 2 sie N - The first deals with matters of 
. 9 T Tr N primary concern to the taxpayer. 
16 N 4 = The second concerns subjects of 
23 ae + os importance to tax administra- 
30 T N + tors—federal, state, and local. 
When concluded, the hearings 
May 7 T a N are expected to result in Con- 
9 WN T = gressional recommendations for 
T T corrections in this particular 
28 T — N | field, designed to bring about a 
June 4 —_ N a more equitable and definitive 
11 N ¢Y T {system of taxation on Interstate 
18 T —_ Commerce, CCH said. 
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Proposed Federal! Civil Practice Rules Changes 


(Continued from page 1) 





ingly contradicted by the 
available to his adversary 





Nor is the amendment designed 
to affect the d ry standards 
applicable to the summary judg- 
ment motion. So, example 


issue as to a material 


Where an 


fact cannot be resolved without ob- 
servation of the demeanor of wit- 
nesses in order to evaluate their 


credibility, 
not appropriate i 
tiary matter in support of the 
tion does not establish tk 
of a genuine issut l 

ment must be denied even 
opposing evidentiary matt 


summary 






sented. And summary judgme 

may be inappropriate whe! he 
party opposing it shows under sub- 
division (f) that he cannot at the 
time present facts es oO justi- 


fy his opposition 

Rule 58. Entry of Judgment 

[Unless the court otherwise di- 
rects and subject to the provi- 
sions of Rule 54(b), judgment 
upon the verdict of a jury shall 
be entered forthwith by the 
clerk; but the court shall direct 
the appropriate judgment to be 
entered upon a special verdict 
or upon a general verdict ac- 
companied by answers to inter- 
rogatories returned by a jury 
pursuant to Rule 49. When the 


court directs that a party re- 
cover only money or costs or 
that all relief be denied, the 
clerk shall enter judgment 


forthwith upon receipt by him 
of the direction; but when 
court directs entry of judgment 
for other relief, the judge shall 
promptly settle or approve the 
form of the judgment and di- 


Subject to the provisions of 


/Rule 54(b): (1) upon a general 


verdict of a jury, or upon a de- 
cision by the court that a party 
shall recover only money or costs 
or that all relief shall be denied, 
the clerk, unless the court other- 
wise orders, shall forthwith pre- 
pare, sign, and enter the judg- 
ment without awaiting any di- 
rection by the court; (2) upon 
a decision by the court granting 
other relief, or upon a special 
verdict or a general verdict ac- 
companied by answers to inter- 


rogatories, the court shall 
promptly approve the form of 
the judgment, and the clerk 
shall thereupon enter it. The 


judgment shall be set forth on a 
separate document. The judg- 
ment is effective only upon its 
entry as provided in Rule 79(a). 
Entry of the judgment shall not 
be delayed for the taxing of 
costs. Attorneys shall not sub- 
mit forms of judgment except 
upon direction of the court, and 
these directions shall not be 
given as a matter of course. 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE'S NOTE 

Under the present rule a distinc- 
tion has sometimes been made be- 
tween judgments on general jury 
verdicts, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, judgments upon deci- 
sions of the court that a party shall 
recover only money or costs or that 


| all relief shall be denied. In the 
first situation, it is clear that the 
clerk should enter the judgment 


the | 


without awaiting a direction by the 
court unless the court otherwise or- 
ders. In the second situation it was 
intended that the clerk should sim- 


| ilarly enter the judgment forthwith 


| upon 


rect that it be entered by the] 


clerk. The notation of a judg- 
ment in the civil docket as pro- 


vided by Rule 79(a) constitutes 


the entry of the judgment; and 
the judgment is not effective 


|}a separate 


before such entry. The entry of | 


the judgment shall not be de- 
layed for the taxing of costs.] 
HARRY A. TAYLOR 
and Associates 
REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
AND CONSULTANTS 
Member of American Institute of 
Real Estate Appraisers 


23 South Harriscn Street 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 

















= 


the court's decision; but be- 
cause of the separate listing in the 
rule, and the use of the phrase “up- 
on receipt of the direction,” the 
rule has sometimes been interpre- 
ted as requiring the clerk to await 
direction of the court. 
All these judgments are usually 
uncomplicated, and should be hand- 
led in the same way. The amended 





Rule 58 is designed to encourage 


all reasonable speed in formulating 
nd entering the judgment when 


+ 


the case has been decided. Parti- 
cipation by the attorneys through 
submission of forms of judg- 


the 
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| 1958 


|v. Federal Home L. 


F. 2d 246 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 
361 U.S. 823 (1959): Ram v. Para- 
mount Film D. Corp., 278 F. 2d 191 
(4th Ci 1960 

The amended rule eliminates 
! these ainties by requiring 
that there be a judgment set out 
on a parate document—distinct 


rule accordingly deals with them | ‘ = 
& fl Gn thaws sieleta New York: 
as a single group in clause (1), and South a Distric of New ¥ ork 
requires the clerk to prepare, sign | Ram Paramount Film D. Corp., 
| and enter them forthwith, without ae ge eae ientio’ Rule (ata) 
| awaiting court direction, unless the| °&¢ te amenament oF hule és 
nanan SSE i . aH the new specimen forms of 
court makes a contrary order. The |‘ - Tiers 41 ana 
more complicated judgments de- |} : hes 55(b) 1) and (® 
scribed in clause (2) must be ap-| PE asd Wun’ wo st Seeimeanie 
proved by the court before they | ~~ "*,*)' BURISSS OP ane 
are entered : : . 
Rule 71A. Condemnation of 


ylves needless expenditure 
effort and promotes | 


ment inv 
of time and 
delay except 
counsel's assistance can be of real 
See Matteson v. United 
s, 240 F. 2d 517, 518-19 (2d Cir. 
Accordingly, the amended 
ides that attorneys shall 
not submit forms of judgment un- |} 
rected to do so by the court 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ess d 
This applies to the judgments men- | 
clause (2) as well as 


Hitherto some difficulty has ari- 
f] where the court has 


sen 

wri y pinion or memoran- 
dul ing some apparently 
dire¢ lispositive words, e.g., 
“the plaintiff's motion [for sum- 
mary judgment! is granted,” see 


United States v. F. & M. Schaefer 


Brewing Co., 356 U.S. 227, 229 
1958 Clerks on occasion have 
view 1 U € opinions or memor- 
anda in themselves a suffi- 
cient entering judgment 
in tl iocket as provided by 
Rule 79 However, where the 
ypin morandum has not 
conta ill the elements of a 
judgment r where the judge has 
late ned a formal judgment, it} 
has b 1c a matter of doubt whe- | 
ther the purported entry of judg- 


ffective, starting the 
g for post-verdict mo- 
tions and for the purpose of appeal 
See id.; and compare United States 
v. Higginson, 238 F. 2d 439 (1st Cir. 


ment wa € 


time 1 r 


1956): Danzig v. Virgin Isle Hotel, 
Inc., 278 F. 2d 580 (3d Cir. 1960); 
Sears v. Austin, 282 F. 2d 340 (9th 
Cir. 19 with Matteson v. United 


States, supra; Erstling v. Southern 
Bell Tel. & Tel. Co.., 255 F. 2d 93 
(5th Cir. 1958): Barta v. Oglala 
Sioux Tribe, 259 F. 2d 553 (8th Cir. 
cert. denied, 358 U.S. 932 
Beacon Fed. S. & L. Assn. 
Bank Bd., 266 


(1959 


from any opini yn or memorandum 
—which provides the basis for the 
entry of judgment. That judgments 
shall be eparate documents is 
also indicated in Rule 79(b); and 
see General Rule 10 of the US 
District C s for the Eastern and 





Property 

PROCESS. * * * 

of Notice. (i) 
Personal service. Personal ser- 
vice of the notice (but with- 
out copies of the complaint) 
shall be made in accordance 
with Rule 4 (c) and (d) upon 
1t who resides with- 


(d) 


a , 
( 3) Ser 
e woOcliy 


ice 





in the United States or its 
territories or insular posses- 
sions and whose residence is 
known. [The provisions of} 
Rule 4(f) shall not be appli- | 
cable.] 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE'S NOTE | 
This amendment conforms to the 
amendment Rule 4(f). 
Rule 77. District Courts and 
Clerks | 
(c) CLERK’S OFFICE AND 


| ORDERS BY CLERK. The clerk’s | 


|office with the clerk or a depu- 


|ty in attendance shall be open 
during business hours on all 


jand legal 


days except Saturdays, Sundays, 
holidays, but a dis- | 
trict court may provide by local 


|rule or order that its clerk’s of- 
|fice shall be open for specified 
|hours on Saturdays or particu- 


lar legal holidays other than 
New Year’s Day, Washington’s 
Birthday, Memorial Day, Inde- 
pendence Day, Labor Day, Vet- 
erans Day, Thanksgiving Day, 
and Christmas Day. All motions 


j}and applications in the clerk’s | 
office for issuing mesne process, 
|for issuing final process to en- 
force and execute judgments, 
|for entering defaults or judg-| 


|ments by default, and for other 


| 


'LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY, 
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1112 BROAD STREET | 
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quire allowance or order of the 


in special cases where+.ourt are grantable of course by 


the clerk; but his action may be 
suspended or altered or rescind- 


jed by the court upon cause 
| shown. 


(d) NOTICE OF ORDERS OR 
JUDGMENTS. Immediately up- 


‘On the entry of an order or judg- 


ment the clerk shall serve a no- 
tice of the entry by mail in the 
manner provided for in Rule 5 


'upon [every] each party [affec- 


ted thereby] who is not in de- 
fault for failure to appear, and 
shall make a note in the docket 
of the mailing. Such mailing is 
sufficient notice for all purposes 


| for which notice of the entry of 


an order is required by these 
rules; but any party may in ad- 
dition serve a notice of such en- 
try in the manner provided in 


| Rule 5 for the service of papers. 


Lack of notice of the entry by 
the clerk does not affect the 
time to appeal or relieve or au- 
thorize the court to relieve a 


party for failure to appeal with- 


lin the time allowed, except as 


permitted in Rule 73(a). 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE'S NOTE 

Subdivision (c). The amendment 
authorizes closing of the clerk’s 
office on Saturday as far as civil 
business is concerned. However, a 
district court may require its clerk’s 
office to remain open for specified 
hours on Saturdays or “legal holi- 
days” other than those enumerated. 
(“Legal holiday” is defined in Rule 
6(a), as amended.) The clerk’s of- 
fices of many district courts have 
customarily remained open on some 
of the days appointed as holidays 
by State law. This practice could 
be continued by local rule or order. 

Subdivision (d). This amendment 
conforms to the amendment of Rule 
5(a). See the Advisory Committee’s 
Note to that amendment. 

Rule 79. Books and Records 
Kept by the Clerk and Entries 
Therein 

(a) CIVIL DOCKET. The clerk 





| 
| 





shall keep a book known as “civ- | 
il docket” of such form and style | 


as may be prescribed by the Di- 
rector of the Administrative Of- 


fice of the United States Courts | 


with the approval of the Judi- 


cial Conference of the United 
States, and shall enter therein 


each civil action to which these 


rules are made applicable. Ac- | 
tions shall be assigned consecu- | 


tive file numbers. The file num- |} 


ber of each action shall be not- | 


ed on the folio of the docket 
whereon the first entry of the 


action is made. All papers filed | 


with the clerk, all process issued 
and returns made thereon, all 
appearances, orders, verdicts, 
and judgments shall be 


[noted] | 


entered chronologically in the} 
civil docket on the folio assigned 


to the action and shall be mark- | 


ed with its file number. These 


| that 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


|proceedings which do not re- | [notations] entries shall be brief 


but shall show the nature of 
each paper filed or writ issued 
and the substance of each order 
or judgment of the court and 
of the returns showing execu- 
tion of process. The [notation] 
entry of an order or judgment 
shall show the date the [nota- 
tion] entry is made. When in an 
action trial by jury has been 
properly demanded or ordered 
the clerk shall enter the word 
“jury” on the folio assigned to 
action. 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S NOTE 

The terminology is clarified with- 
out any cnange of the prescribed 
practice. See amended Rule 58, and 
the Advisory Committee’s Note 
thereto. 

Rule 81. Applicability in General 
(a) TO WHAT PROCEEDINGS 
APPLICABLE. 

(4) These rules do not alter 
the method prescribed by the 
Act of February 18, 1922, c. 57, 
§ 2 (42 Stat. 388) U.S.C., Title 7, 
292; or by the Act of June 10, 
1930, c. 436, § 7 (46 Stat. 534), 
as amended, U.S.C. Title 7, § 
499¢(c), for instituting proceed- 
ings in the United States district 
courts to review orders of the 
Secretary of Agriculture; or pre- 
scribed by the Act of June 25, 
1934, c. 742, § 2 (48 Stat. 1214), 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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US.C., Title 15, §522, for insti- 
tuting proceedings to review or- 
ders of the Secretary of [Com- 
merce] the Interior; or prescrib- 
ed by the Act of February 22, 
1935, c. 18, § 5 (49 Stat. 31), 
US.C., Title 15 § 715d(c), as ex- 
tended, for instituting proceed- 
ings to review orders of petro- 
leum control boards; but the 
conduct of such proceedings in 
the district courts shall be made 
to conform to these rules so far 
as applicable. 

(6) These rules apply to pro- 
ceedings for enforcement or re- 
view of compensation orders un- 
der the Longshoremen’s and 
Harbor Workers’ Compensation 
Act, Act of March 4, 1927, c. 509, 
§§ 18, 21 (44 Stat. 1434, 1436), 
as amended, U.S.C., Title 33, §§ 
918, 921, except to the extent 
that matters of procedure are 
provided for in that Act. The 
provisions for service by publi- 
cation and for answer in pro- 
ceedings to cancel certificates 
of citizenship under the [Act of 
October 14, 1940, c. 876, § 338 
(54 Stat. 1158), U.S.C., Title 8, 
§ 738, Act of June 27, 1952, c. 
477, Title III, c. 2, § 340 (66 Stat. 
260), U.S.C., Title 8, 8 1451, re- 
main in effect. 

(c) REMOVED ACTIONS. 
These rules apply to civil actions 
removed to the United States 
district courts from the state 
courts and govern procedure af- 
ter removal. Repleading is not 
necessary unless the court so 
orders. In a removed action in 
which the defendant has not 
answered, he shall answer or 
present the other defenses or 
objections available to him un- 
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der these rules within 20 days 
after the receipt through ser- 
vice or otherwise of a copy of 
the initial pleading setting forth 
the claim for relief upon which 
the action or proceeding is bas- 
ed, or within 20 days after the 
service of summons upon such 
initial pleading, then filed, or 
within 5 days after the filing of | 
the petition for removal, which- | 
ever period is longest. If at the 
time of removal all necessary 
pleadings have been served, a} 
party entitled to trial by jury) 
under Rule 38 shall be accorded 
it, if his demand therefor is 





served within 10 days after the | 
petition for removal is filed if | 
he is the petitioner, or if he is| 
not the petitioner within 10 days | 
after service on him of the not- | 
ice of filing the petition. A par- | 
ty who, prior to removal, has | 
made an express demand for| 
trial by jury in accordance with | 
state law, need not make a de- | 
mand after removal. If state} 
law applicable in the court from | 
which the case is removed does | 
not require the parties to make | 
express demands in order to | 
claim trial by jury, they need | 
not make demands after remov- 
al unless the court directs that | 
they do so within a specified | 
time if they desire to claim trial | 
by jury. The court may make 
this direction on its own mo-| 
tion and shall do so as a matter | 
of course at the request of any | 
party. The failure of a party to| 
make demand as directed con- | 
stitutes a waiver by him of trial | 
by jury. 

(f) REFERENCES TO OFFI- 
CER OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Under any rule in which refer- 
ence is made to an officer or 
agency of the United States, the 
term “officer” includes a [col-| 
lector] district director of inter- 
nal revenue, a former district di- 
rector or collector of internal 
revenue, or the personal repre- 
sentative of a deceased district 
director or collector of internal 
revenue. 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE'S NOTE 

Subdivision (a) (4). This change 
reflects the transfer of functions 
from the Secretary of Commerce 
to the Secretary of the Interior 
made by 1939 Reorganization Plan 
No. II, § 4(e), 53 Stat. 1433. 

Subdivision (a) (6). The proper 
current reference is to the 1952 
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statute superseding the 1940 statute. 

Subdivision (c). Most of the cas- 
es have held that a party who has 
made a proper express demand for 
jury trial in the State court is not 
required to renew the demand af- 
ter removal of the action. Zakos- 
cielny v. Waterman Steamship 
Corp., 16 F.R.D. 314 (D. Md. 1954); 
Taliey v. American Bakeries Co., 
15 F.R.D. 391 (E.D. Tenn. 1954); 
Rehrer v. Service Trucking Co., 15 
F.R.D. 113 (D. Del. 1953); 5 Moore’s 
Federal Practice [38.39[3] (2d ed. 
1951); 1 Barron & Holtzoff, Feder- 
al Practice & Procedure £132 
(Wright ed. 1960). But there is some 
authority to the contrary. Petsel v. 


Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., 101 F, | 20Swer. 


| 


Co., 9 F.R.D. 680 (E.D. Tenn. 1950). | (Seal of District Court) 
The amendment adopts the pre-| 


Supp. 1006 (S.D. Iowa 1951); Nel- 
son v. American Nat. Bank & Trust 


ponderant view. 
In order still further to avoid un- 


intended waivers of jury trial, the | 


amendment provides that where by 
State law applicable in the court 
from which the case is removed a 
party is entitled to jury trial with- 
out making an express demand, he } 
need not make a demand after re- | 
moval. However, the district court 
for calendar or other purposes may 
on its own motion direct the parties 
to state whether they demand a| 
jury, and the court must make such | 
a direction upon the request of any | 
party. Under the amendment a dis- 
trict court may find it convenient 
to establish a routine practice of 
giving these directions to the par- 
ties in appropriate cases. 

Subdivision (f). The amendment 
recognizes the change of nomencla- 
ture made by Treasury Dept. Or- 
der 150-26(2), 18 Fed. Reg. 3499 
(1953). 

As to a special problem arising 
under Rule 25 (Substitution of par- 
ties) in actions for refund of taxes, 


to the amendment of Rule 25(d), 
effective July 19, 1961; and 4 
Moore’s Federal Practice { 25.09 at 
531 (2d ed. 1950). 

Proposal Regarding Forms 3, 4, 

5, 6,. 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 48, 21 
(In order to save space, the 

text of these Forms, as intended 

to be amended, is not here re- 
produced.) 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE'S NOTE 
At various places, these Forms 

allege or refer to damages of ‘“‘ten 

thousand dollars, interest, and 
costs,” or the like. The Forms were 
written at a time when the juris- 

dictional amount in ordinary “di- 

versity” and “Federal question” 

cases was an amount in excess of 
$3,000, exclusive of interest and 
costs, so the illustrative amounts 
set out in the Forms were adequate 
for jurisdictional purposes. How- 
ever, U.S.C., Title 28, § 1331 (Fed- 
eral question; amount in contro- 
versy; costs) and § 1332 (Diversity 
of citizenship; amount in contro- 
versy: costs), as amended by PL 

85-554, 72 Stat. 415, July 25, 1958, 

now require that the amount in 

controversy, exclusive of interest 
and costs be in excess of $10,000. 

Accordingly the Forms are mislead- 

ing. It is proposed to amend the 

Forms at appropriate places by de- 

leting the stated dollar amount and 

substituting a blank, to be properly 
filled in by the pleader. 

Form 22-A. Summons and Com- 
plaint Against Third-Party 
(The contents of Form 22 are 

eliminated down to and includ- 

ing the words “Exhibit A,” thus 
eliminating the motion and not- 
ice of motion.) 
United States District Court 
for the Southern District 
of New York 

Civil Action, File Number 

AB., Plaintiff 


) 

Vv. ) 

C.D., Defendant and ) 
Third-Party Plaintiff ) 

) 


Vv. 
E.F., Third-Party Defendant ) 
Summons 
To the above-named Third-Par- 
ty Defendant: 
You are hereby summoned and 
required to serve upon 
, Plaintiff’s attorney 
whose address is 
, and upon 
, who is attorney for 
C.D., defendant and third-party 
plaintiff, and whose address is 
, an an- 
swer to the third-party com- 
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| demanded 
|complaint. There is also served | 
|; upon you herewith a copy of the before the Court and a jury, 
| you may but are not required to | trict Judge, presiding, and the 
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| 














plaint which is herewith served 
upon you [and an answer to the | 
complaint of the plaintiff, a 
copy of which is herewith serv- 
ed upon you,] within 20 days 
after the service of this sum- 
mons upon you exclusive of the | 
day of service. If you fail to do} 
so, judgment by default will be! 
taken against you for the relief | 
in the third-party | 


Clerk of Court. 
Dated Sl Nap ied 
United States District Court 
for the Southern District 


of New York 
Civil Action, File Number 


AB., Plaintiff ) 
Vv. ) 

C.D., Defendant and ya 
Third-Party Plaintiff ) 
Vv. ) 
E.F. Third-Party ) 
Defendant ) 

Third-Party Complaint 

1. Plaintiff AB. has filed 


against defendant C.D. a com- 
plaint, a copy of which is here- 
to attached as “Exhibit [C] A.” 
2. (Here state the grounds up- 
on which C.D. is entitled to re- 
cover from E.F., all or part of 
what A.B. may recover from C.D. 
The statement should be framed 
as in an original complaint.) 
Wherefore C.D. demands judg- 
ment against third-party defen- 
dant EF. for all sums' that may 
be adjudged against defendant 
C.D. in favor of plaintiff AB. 
Signed: SE ar 7 
Attorney for C.D., Third-Party 
Plaintiff. 
Address: 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S NOTE 
Under the amendment of Rule 
14(a), a defendant who files a third- 
party complaint not later than 5 
days after serving his answer need 
not obtain leave of court to bring 
in the third-party defendant by 
service under Rule 4. Form 22-A is 
intended for use in these cases. 

The changes in the form of sum- 
mons reflect an earlier amendment 
of Rule 14(a), effective in 1948, 
making it permissive rather than 
mandatory, for the third-party de- 
fendant to answer the plaintiff's 
complaint. See Cooper v. D/S A/S 
Progress, 188 F. Supp. 578 (E.D. Pa. 
1960); 1A Barron & Holtzoff, Fed- 
eral Practice & Procedure 696 
(Wright ed. 1960). 

Under the amendment of Rule 
5(a) requiring, with certain excep- 
tions, that papers be served upon 
all the parties to the action, the 
third-party defendant, even if he 
makes no answer to the plaintiff's 
complaint, is obliged to serve upon 
the plaintiff a copy of his answer 
to the third-party complaint. Simi- 
larly, the defendant is obliged to 
serve upon the plaintiff a copy of 
the summons and complaint against 
the third-party defendant. 

Form 22-B. Motion to Bring in 
Third-Party Defendant 

Defendant moves for leave, as 
third-party plaintiff, to cause 
to be served upon E.F. a sum- 
mons and third-party complaint, 
copies of which are hereto at- 
tached as Exhibit X. 

Signed: ae me 

Attorney for Defendant C.D. 

Address: Se ee: 
Notice of Motion 

(Contents the same as in Form 
19. The notice should be addres- 
sed to all parties to the action.) 

Exhibit X 
(Contents the same as in Form 
22-A.) 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE’S NOTE 

Form 22-B is intended for use 
when, under amended Rule 14(a), 
leave of court is required to bring 
in a third-party defendant. 

Form 30. Suggestion of Death 
Upon the Record Under 
Rule 25(a) (1) 

(NEW) 

A.B. (describe as a party, or as 
executor, administrator, or other 
representative or successor of 
C.D., the deceased party) sug- 
gests upon the record, pursuant 
to Rule 25(a)(1), the death of 
C.D. (describe as party) during 
the pendency of this action. 


1. Make appropriate change where C.D. is 
tities to only partial recovery-over against 





Form 31. 
Judgment on Jury Verdict 
(NEW) 

United States District Court 
for the Southern District 
of New York 

Civil Action, File Number 
AB. Plaintiff ) 
Vv. ) 
C.D., Defendant ) 
Judgment 
This action came on for triai 


issues having been duly tried 
and the jury having duly ren- 
dered its verdict, 

It is Ordered and Adjudged 

(that the plaintiff A.B. recover 
of the defendant C.D. the sum 
of with 
interest thereon at the rate of 

: per cent as provided 
by law, and his cost of action.) 

(that the plaintiff take no- 
thing, that the action be dis- 
missed on the merits, and that 
the defendant C.D. recover of 
the plaintiff AB. his costs of 
action.) 

Dated at New York, New York, 
this day 
of eee cinag Se 


Clerk of Court : 


EXPLANATORY NOTE 

1. This Form is illustrative of the 
judgment to be entered upon the 
general verdict of a jury. It deals 
with the cases where there is a 
general jury verdict awarding the 
plaintiff money damages or find- 
ing for the defendant, but is adapt- 
able to other situations of jury 
verdicts. 

2. The clerk, unless the court 
otherwise orders, is required forth- 
with to prepare, sign, and enter the 
judgment upon a general jury ver- 
dict without awaiting any direction 
by the court. The form of the judg- 
ment upon a special verdict or a 
general verdict accompanied by an- 
swers to interrogatories shall be 
promptly approved by the court, 
and the clerk shall thereupon enter 
it. See Rule 58, as amended. 

3. The Rules contemplate a sim- 
ple judgment promptly entered. See 
Rule 54(a). Every judgment shall 
be set forth on a separate docu- 
ment. See Rule 58, as amended. 

4. Attorneys are not to submit 
forms of judgment unless directed 
in exceptional cases to do so by 
the court. See Rule 58, as amended. 

5. Interest on a money judgment 
is made mandatory by statute, 28 
U.S.C. § 1961. See also 5 Barron, 
Darnieder & Keogh, Federal Prac- 
tice & Procedure § § 4202, 4204 
(1951). 

Form 32. Judgment on Decision 
by the Court 
(NEW) 
United States District Court 
for the Southern District 
of New York 
Civil Action, File Number 
AB., Plaintiff ) 
Vv. ) 
C.D., Defendant ) 
Judgment 

This action came on for (trial) 
(hearing) before the Court, Hon- 
orable John Marshall, District 
Judge, presiding, and the issues 
having been duly (tried) (heard) 
and a decision having been duly 
rendered, 

It is Ordered and Adjudged 

(that the plaintiff A.B. recov- 
er of the defendant C.D. the 
sum of Pages ouster with 
interest thereon at the rate of 

lees DEF cent as provided 
by law, and his costs of action.) 

(that the plaintiff take no- 
thing, that the action be dis- 
missed on the merits, and that 
the defendant C.D. recover of 
the plaintiff AB. his costs of 
action.) 

Dated at New York, New York, 
CHIS) ........ J ag 
> a8 


EXPLANATORY NOTE 

1. This Form is illustrative of the 
judgment to be entered upon a de- 
cision of the court. It deals with 
the cases of decisions by the court 
awarding a party only money dam- 
ages or costs, but is adaptable to 
other decisions by the court. 

2. The clerk, unless the court 
otherwise-orders, is required forth- 
with, without awaiting any direc- 
tion by the court, to prepare, sign, 


(Continued on page 7, col. 5) 
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Federal Tax Notes 





BY 
HAROLD KAMENS 


CAPITAL LOSS CARRYOVER: 
Taxpayer abandoned his home 
as a residence in 1950 and rented 
the property thereafter until 
sold in 1952 for $13,000. He 
claimed a capital loss carryfor- 
ward on the sale in each of the 
years 1953 and 1954. 

Held: There is no evidence that 
the fair market value of the 
property at the time it was con- 
verted to rental propery exceeded 
the sales price of $13,000 by more 
than $1,000. Accordingly, even 
assuming there was a capital loss 
in 1952, since the amount, if any, 
was less than $1,000, all was de- 
ductible in 1952, and there is no 
unused portion to be carried over 
to the taxable years 1953 or 1954. 
Robinson, TCM 1960-245. 

HEALTH TRIPS: In 1940 tax- 
payer’s wife was bedridden from 
the effects of bronchial asthma 
and penumonia. She regained her 
strength that year after conval- 
escing in Tucson and from that 
time on required no further med- 
ical attention for the respiratory 
condition. In 1954 taxpayer and 
his wife claimed a medical ex- 
pense deduction for trips to 
Tucson and Honolulu. There was 
no evidence that either trip was 
taken at the direction or sug- 
gestion of a physician. 

Held: Although the trips may 
have been beneficial, there is no 
proof that the primary purpose 
of the trips was the cure, pre- 
vention or alleviation of a disease 
or physical condition and the 
deduction is disallowed. Foyer, 
TCM 1960-244. 

TRAVEL EXPENSES: Taxpay- 
er is an attorney who was genu- 
inely interested in international 
law and peace. After having re- 
tired from a !ong career as a 
bank executive, taxpayer started 
a local law pracice. In 1956 he 
attended a meeting in Yugoslavia 
of the International Law Associ- 
ation and claimed a _ business 
deduction for the expense. 

Held: The deduction is dis- 
allowed on the ground that it 
was not an ordinary and neces- 
sary business expense. Taxpayer 
realized no income in 1956 or 
subsequent years from the visit, 
and all of his earlier fees resulted 
from local cases. The court is 
unmoved by taxpayer’s argument 
that he joined the International 
Law Association in order to make 
contacts, enhance his reputation 
and attract clients. Reed, 35 TC 
No. 25. 

FELLOWSHIP GRANT: Tax- 
payer was enrolled in a training 
program at the University of 
Minnesota Medical School lead- 
ing to a Master of Science degree. 
The program consisted of clinic- 
al work under the supervision of 
doctors at the University hospital 
and was similar to a residency 
in internal medicine. 

Held: A jury finds that a fel- 
lowship grant paid to taxpayer 
was excludable under Section 117 
and was not compensation for 
services. Anderson, DC Minn., 
11/15/60. 

AUTO EXPENSES: Taxpayer 
was a Mississippi River boat 
pilot. He was assigned to differ- 
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ent boats by the pilots associ- 
ation. He worked mostly within 
the port of New Orleans, each as- 
signment lasting several hours. 
Taxpayer claimed a deduction 
for automobile expenses incurred 
while travelling from his resi- 
dence to various points of assign- 
ment. 

Held: The deduction is dis- 
allowed. The costs were really 
personal commuting expenses. 
Taxpayer’s residence could not 
be considered the office merely 
because he received telephone 
calls there regarding new assign- 
ments. The court did allow a de- 
duction for that portion of the 
automobile expenses which rep- 
resented travel from one assign- 
ment to another. Heuer, CA-5, 
12/6/60. 

COST OF MEALS: Taxpayer, 
a construction contractor, 
claimed a deduction for meals 
consumed while traveling to vari- 
ous job sites. The trips were of 


|only one-day duration and tax- 


payer was not away from home 
overnight. 

Held: The deduction is disal- 
lowed. The court rejects tax- 
payer’s argument that the Com- 
missioner’s “overnight” rule is 
arbitrary and 
Hanson, 35 TC No. 49. 

MOVING EXPENSES: Taxpay- 
er received an allowance from 
his new employer to cover ex- 
penses in relocating to his new 
home. 

Held: This allowance consti- 


tuted income to taxpayer, even | 


though his actual expenses ex- 
ceeded the allowance. Greenlee, 
DC Ga., 11/21/60. 

BUSINESS EXPENSE: To ob- 
tain performance bonds, a con- 
struction corporation had to ob- 
tain the personal guarantee of 
its principal stockholders, tax- 
payers here. They signed the 
bonds as indemnities in consider- 
ation of the payment to them of 
50% of the net profit on each 
job they indemnified. The evid- 
ence showed that other persons 
assuming similar risks frequently 
demanded and obtained 50% of 
the profits for thus aiding the 
contractor. 

Held: Since the payment to 
the stockholders for the use of 
their personal indemnity was 
proper, such amount was a neces- 
sary expense of the business. 
Jones Co., TCM 1960-284. 

PROPERTY SETTLEMENT 
PAYMENTS: Pursuant to a sep- 
aration agreement, taxpayer’s 
former wife conveyed to him an 
interest in real property in ex- 
change for a promissory note of 
taxpayer payable $200 a month 
over a period of 10 years. Each 
payment was to be inclusive of 
both principal and interest, with 
interest being computed at 6% 
upon the unpaid principal bal- 
ance. 

Held: The payments were not 
in discharge of a ‘legal obliga- 
tion’ incurred ‘because of the 
marital or family relationship’ 
and, hence, were not deductible 
as alimony. Taxpayer is permit- 
ted an interest deduction for that 
portion of each payment that 


represents interest. Freeland, 
TCM 1960-258. 
BOND PREMIUM DEDUC- 


TION: With funds borrowed from 
a bank, taxpayer purchased 
callable bonds at a premium and 
donated the bonds to a charity 
subject to the outstanding loan. 
The sole purpose of the trans- 
action was to secure a deduction 
for the amortization of premium 
and for the charitable contribu- 
tion of his equity in the bonds. 

Held: Under the authority of 
Maysteel Products (33 TC 1021, 
the court disallows the deduction 
for amortization of bond pre- 
mium but does permit a deduc- 
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unreasonable. | 


tion for the interest paid to the 


|}bank. Clark, TCM 1960-277. na 


| UNREPORTED TIPS: The 
|Commissioner determined the 
| unreported tips earned by a taxi- 
| driver as $1,000. This computa- 
| tion was based upon 15% of his 
| gross fares. The evidence showed 
that approximately half of tax- 
|payer’s fares came from trans- 
|porting children to and from 
| school, for which no tips were 
received, and that part of the 
|tips which were received had 
|been included in income. 

| Held: By use of the Cohan 
lrule, the court determines the 
|amount of unreported tips as 
|$250. Wexler, TCM 1960-266. 

| DEPRECIATED LEASEHOLD 
| IMPROVEMENTS: Taxpayer 
|constructed for $100,000 a ware- 
|house and switch track on a 
leased site. Lessor and taxpayer 
| were not related. The remaining 
| term of the lease was five years, 
; the warehouse, when completed, 
| had a useful life of 28 years. The 
|Commissioner determined that 
| there was a reasonable certainty 
that occupancy of the leased 
|premises and improvements by 
taxpayer would be extended for 
an indefinite period beyond the 
stated period of the lease and 
|contended that the warehouse 
was to be depreciated over its 
useful life rather than the short- 
er lease period. 

Held: As the taxpayer failed 
to offer any proof of error in 
the Commissioner’s determin- 
ation, and having produced no 
witnesses to testify that the les- 


sor gave no assurance of a re- 
newal of the lease, the court 
holds for the Commissioner. 


Norvell-Wilder, TCM 1960-262. 
BAD DEBT: Taxpayer was en- 
gaged in the watch business and 
used the reserve method for bad 
debt accounting. In 1947 one of 
its large accounts was doubtful 
of collection and taxpayer added 
to its reserve, and charged bad 
debt expense, 50% of the ex- 
pected default. However, collec- 
tion in full was subsequently 
made and taxpayer credited the 
recovery to its reserve. Thus, it 
claimed a deduction for the ex- 
pected loss, but the collection 
merely increases the reserve. 
Held: Taxpayer’s treatment 


one-half of its anticipation loss 
in 1947, since the reserve at that 
point was inadequate. The treat- 
ment of the subsequent recovery 
is in accord with the Regulations. 
Gsell & Co., R., Inc., 34 TC 41, 
acq. IRB 1960-50. 

BUSINESS BAD DEBT: A 
CPA who financed a corporation 
in which he was a salaried officer 
and his son a controlling stock- 
holder, seeks a business bad debt 
deduction when the loans to the 
corporation became worthless. 

Held: Although he contended 
that he financed the corporation 
because it would somehow help 
his accountancy business, the 
court finds that possibility too 
remote to permit a finding that 
the loans bore a proximate re- 
lationship to his accounting prac- 
tice. Milgroom, TCM 1960-285. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpay- 
er made an exclusive license of 
a patented tool device, giving the 
licensee the right to make and 
lease the device throughout the 
U. S. and Canada, but he main- 
tained that this was not a sub- 
stantial right and that the sub- 
stance of the transaction was a 
sale of the patent, resulting in 
capital gain. 

Held: The court disagrees. 
Evidence shows that taxpayer 
did in fact realize substantial in- 
come from such sales. He retained 
substantial rights in the patent, 
and the royalty constituted or- 
dinary income. Kirby, DC Tex., 
12/12/60. 
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|from insurance written by him. 





ORDINARY INCOME: Tax- 
payer sold a pharmacy and in 

rt payment received a con- 
tract receivable with a face value 
in excess of its fair market value. 
The contract was included at 
market value in computing the 
gain on the sale. 

Held: Taxpayers must report 
as ordinary income that portion 
of collections in each year which 
the difference between the fair 
market value and the face value 
bears to the face. Tombari, 35 
TC No. 32. 

CAPITAL GAIN: Taxpayer was 
employed as an insurance agent 
under a contract that provided 
that he owned all expirations 


Expirations are records of poli- 
cies previously sold showing ex- 
piration date, type of insurance, 
coverage, and other data con- 
cerning the agent’s clientele that 
facilitate the sale of renewals. 
In 1956, taxpayer sold the expi- 
rations to his employer for $10,- 
000. The Commissioner argued 
that this was consideration paid 
for past services, and, according- 
ly, should be taxed as ordinary 
income. 

Held: The court disagrees and 
rules that taxpayer had capital 
gain. Whether they are to be 
regarded as trade secrets, con- 
fidences, customer lists, good 
will, or intangibles in the nature 
of good will, the expirations are 
capital assets. Aitken, 35 TC No. 
29. 

CAPITAL GAIN: Taxpayer dis- 
posed of timber in a contract 
under which he was to get a 
percentage of the purchaser’s 
proceeds from sales of the tim- 
ber. This disposition gave tax- 
payer an economic interest in 
the timber that entitled him to 
capital gain treatment under 
Section 631, provided that he 
had a six-month holding period. 

Held: The holding period be- | 
gan when the Federal Govern- 
ment accepted taxpayer’s bid for 
the timber. This completed the 
contract under local law, even | 
though the contract was not | 
formally executed. Thus, the tax- | 
payer had a six-month holding | 
period. Giustina, DC Ore., 12/-| 
21/61. 

EQUIPMENT LEASEBACK: 
Taxpayer was an engineer en- 
gaged in oil exploration. He sold 
some of his equipment to his 
mother and immediately leased 
it back. The rental paid under | 
the lease was sufficient to enable | 
his mother to make the payments 
on the purchase price of the 
equipment and left a small sur- 
plus. Payments were made into} 
a bank account in his mother’s 
name, but taxpayer was author-/ 
ized to make withdrawals. At 
various times he purchased new | 
equipment from this account and 
leased it under the agreement. 

Held: The leaseback was a 
sham; the rental deductions are 
disallowed. Unger, DC Tex., 
11/14/60. 
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Proposed Federal Civil 
Practice Rules 
Changes 
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and enter the judgment upon a de- 
cision by the court that a party 
shall recover only money or costs 
or that all relief shall be denied. 
The form of the judgment upon a 
decision by the court granting 
other relief shall be promptly ap- 
proved by the court, and the clerk 
shall thereupon enter it. See Rule 
58, as amended. 

3. See also paragraphs 3-5 of the 
Explanatory Note to Form 31. 

Rule 86. Effective Date 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE OF 
AMENDMENTS. The amend- 
ments adopted by the Supreme 
Court on , 196... 
and transmitted to the Congress 
on >» 196..., 
shall take effect on ’ 
196... They govern all proceed- 
ings in actions brought after 
they take effect and also all 
further proceedings in actions 
then pending, except to the ex- 
tent that in the opinion of the 
court their application in a par- 
ticular action pending when the 
amendments take effect would 
not be feasible or would work 
injustice, in which event the for- 
mer procedure applies. 








ACCOUNTING FEES: Taxpay- 
er paid fees to an accounting 
firm for preparing a claim 
against the estate of a former 
officer-stockholder. The decedent 
was indebted in a substantial 
amount, and the account covered 
a good many years. 

Held: The fees incurred in 
such a complex matter are an 
ordinary and necessary expense. 
Arc Realty Co., 34 TC No. 48, 
acq., IRB 1960-48. 
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955 Broad St. Newark 2, N. J. 














NON-INSTITUTIONAL 


(Forwarder may 
REAL ESTATE AND MO 


SAMUELSON & 


9 Clinton Street, Newark 2 


Appraisals by an M.A.I. 


MORTGAGE LOANS 


retain closing) 
RTGAGES PURCHASED 


CO. REALTORS 
MArket 3-0988 











may be taken in quiet hearing 


NORTH JERSEY RE 
210 Main Street, 
HUbbard 9-1144 


DEPOSITIONS - NORTHERN NEW JERSEY 


Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
use of our hearing room. Parking nearby. 


room by experienced Certified 


PORTING SERVICE 
Hackensack, N. J. 
Leonard W. Meyer 
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MORTGAGE 


ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 
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Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
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MORGAN CO. si", 
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Opinions Approved For Publication 





(Continued from page 1) 


Johnson v. Souza et al (A- 823- 60, 
decided December 20, 1961) 
Full digest on page 2 

Pawlowski v. Marino (A-439-60, 

decided December 14, 1961) 


On appeal from Law Division 
judgment for $23,000 for auto 
accident . personal injury and 


property damages, following re- 
mand for new trial as to dam- 
ages only (59 NJ. Super. 511), 
court directs that unless plain- 
tiff consents to reduction of ver- 
dict and judgment to $15,000, 
a new trial will be ordered as to 
damages only. Court finds that 
any part which finding of newly 
asserted lower back injury might 
have played in jury’s determin- 
ation to her overall injuries 
was against clear weight of the 
evidence and properly subject to 
judicial discount. 
Carlini v. Curtiss-Wright Corp. 
(A-704-60, decided December 13, 
1961) 
Affirmed 
fendant’s 
judgment, 
employee's 
employer 


as 


made on de- 
for summary 
R.R. 4:58, dismissing 

complaint agains! 
for compensatory and 
punitive damas for violation 
of “collective bargaining con- 
tract” as well as for reinstate- 
ment of his job from which he 
had been discharged for alleged 
excessive absenteeism. The dis- 
charge had been upheld by both 
the Labor Relations Manager and 
the Industrial Relations Man- 
ager. Plaintiff was unjustified 
in seeking to rést resistance to 
defendant’s motion on newly as- 
serted averments in his answer- 
ing affidavit that defendant and 
the Union had unlawfully col- 
sabornted to iuprtve him of his 


order 
motion 


rES 


rights under the bargaining 
agreement. Those allegations 
were outside the scope of the 


complaint and bear no true re- 
lations to issue framed by the 
pleadings (R.R. 4:58-6). 

Milton v. Dept. of Civil Service 
et al (A-677-60, decided Decem- 
ber 14, 1961) 

Reversed decision of Civil Ser- 
vice Comm. which had placed 
position of Superintendent of 
Public Properties of Scotch 





WILLIAM T. ARD, Mgr. 
Appraisal Dept. 
THE BOYLE COMPANY 
Real Estate Since 1905 
355 Jersey Ave. Eliz. 3-4200 








COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION 
BRU MBERS. FEBLORE 
& SIGLER 
ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
OF INSURED PROFERTY LOSSES 
34 Howe Avenve; Passaic, N. & 
Prescott $0342 
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SAVINGS and 


LOAN ASSOCIATION 
120 So. Orange Ave. 
Newark 3, N. J. 





Plains in the classified service 
of the Civil Service, which would 
make it subject to competitive 
exam. Position here established 
is that of a department head un- 
der NJS.A. 11:22-2(d) and 
therefore belongs in the unclass- 
ified service. The Supervisor is 
designated as executive and re- 
sponsible officer of the Depart- 
ment of Public Properties; 
power to hire, fire and discipline; 
prepares budget recommenda- 
tions and has charge of main- 
ig streets, buildings, etc. 
He is under the legisiative, 
rather than the administrative, 
control of the Twp. Committee. 
West New York v. Beck et al (A- 
344-60, decided December 14, 
1961) 

On appeal from determination 


Nas 


tainin 


and decision of Civil Service 
Dept. which had reversed local 
Commissioner-Director’s removal 


of city fireman because of being 
late for duty on three 
occasions and had substituted a 
suspension from date of his orig- 
inal suspension to date of its 
order (15 months), this court 
modifies that determination by 
imposing a suspension without 
pay for six months from date of 
respondent’s original suspension. 


Civil Service Dept. does have 
power to modify pena'ty impos- 
ed by local Director in Comm. 
governed city, N.J.S.A. 11:15-6. 
Under circumstances dismissal 
Was too severe. But, under sec. 
11:15-6, if Civil Serv. Dept. re- 
stores dismissed employee, it may 


suspend him without pay for “a 
period not exceeding six months.” 
Edmundson v. Bd. of Review, 
Div. of Employ. Sec’y (A-549-60, 
decided December 15, 1961) 
Affirmed decision of Bd. of Re- 
view which had affirmed decision 


| ness 


ton 
specuiic , 


dant in action brought under 


Unsatisfied Claim and Judgment: 


Plaintiff made trip 
York to Camden, on 
his own decision to go a day 
ahead of time, to attend a busi- 
meeti and was injured 
by auto while taking walk after 
his dinner. His salary during his 

incapac was paid by his em- 
loyer, and his hospital and med- 

xpenses were paid by 
workmen’s compen- 


Fund Law. 
from New 





ity 








¢ is 


Lal 


employer’s 





sation carrier under its work- 
men’s compensation policy. 
P] aintit iff contends that his case 
falls within the “going to and 
coming from” rule, and that the 
payment made was a unilateral 
ror by his employer and should 
preclude his recovering from 
Fund under NJ.S.A. 39:6- 

i8(b). But that section precludes 
recovery to anyone who is cov- 
red by any workmen’s compen- 
sation law and would therefore 


bar plaintiff’s recovery 

Di Medio v. Port Norris Express 
Co., Inc. et al (Camden Co. 
L-12830-59, decided December 

1961) 
Full digest on page 3 

La Polla y. Union Co. Bd. of Cho- 


re] 
Oo, 


sen Freeholders (Union Co. 

L-8869-60 2w., decided Dec- 

ember 13, 1961) 

Entered jude xyment for defen- 
dant Board of Freeholders in 
ction to reinstate plaintiff as 
|Secretary to Superintendent of 
Public Works and to oust other 


him, 


of Appeal Tribunal holding 
claimant ineligible for unem- | 
ployment benefits. By restrict- 


ing his availability to part-time 
employment, whereas he had 
previously been employed full- 
time and had no part-time work 
during his base year (NJ.S.A. 
43:21-20.1), the claimant was not 
available for work within the 
meaning of a Statute and thus 
was ineligible for unemployment 
benefits. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
Peoples Trust Co. of Bergen Co. 
v. The Lounge in Lodi, Inc. (Ber- 
gen Co., C-694-60, decided De- 

cember 12, 1961) 

Held that conditional 
of air conditioner, 
ent conditional 
agreed to insure in vendor’s 
name but hadn't, is entitled to 
“special” lien (N.J.S.A. 14:14-23) 
of $1,496 on insurance money 
received by receiver following 


vendor 


vendee had 


fire on  insolvent’s premises 
since that was its appraised 
value in the $20,000 settlement 
made with the insurance com- 


pany to which all 
had ag 
the $1,330 due, 


vendor stg 


the conditional 
unds as a general cred- 


itor. When vendee agreed to in- 
sure, the vendor became en- 
titled to an equitable lien and 
the failure so to insure does 


not matter as equity regards as 
done what ought to be done. 
SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Wallace v. Parsekian (C 
Co. in SEORE-S9, decided 
ember 8, 1961) 
rset judgment for 


amden 
Dec- 


defen- 


SOMEONE 


LOCATED: 
TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y 





| dence 


Which insolv- | 


appointed to replace 
resolution of Free- 
holders appointed plaintiff to 
wee office to serve at pleasure 
the peach Rejected 
i intiff’s ument that only 
office holder can be removed un- 
der R.S. 40:21-4, but not an em- 
ployee or position holder. As 
used in that section “office” ap- 
plies to “officers, agents and em- 
ployees” mentioned in R.S. 40:21- 
3. Board had no power to dele- 
ate to Superintendent its legis- 
lative power to terminate the ap- 
pointment and such “‘delegation”’ 


defendant 
where 


ire 





was, in any case, re voked by reso- 
lution terminating plaintiff's ap- 
pointment. Also rejected argu- 


ments that termination was void 
because it did not comply with 
procedures provided for by 
Board’s by laws. 
COUNTY COURT 

State v. Chance (Essex Co. =45- 
61, decided December 4, 1961) 
Denied defendant’s motion to 
suppress introduction into evi- 
of four marijuana cigar- 
obtained by police officers 
defendant who maintains 
they were obtained as result of 
inlawful search. Police detec- 
tive received anonymous tele- 
phone call at 12:50 a.m. that 


ettes 
from 


|} there was man in restaurant at- 


la patrol car. Upon arriv 
| ed 
the creditors | 4@Script 
reed. As to the balance of | : 
| outside. 


| C 


sell marijuana cig- 
immediately drove 
ant in a police car 

the assist 


tempti to 
arettes. He 
to the restaur 
and called for 


ng 






tance of 

al he not- 

that defendant answered the 
ion and, with two other 
he asked him to step 

As defendant attempt- 

to remove package from his 

pocket the officer grabbed 
took the marijuana cigar- 
ettes. While they were obtained 
result of search and seizure, 
without warrant, the search was 
reasonable under the circum- 
stances, and cannot be said 
that it was practicable to pro- 

a search warrant. 

In re Estate of Campbell (Essex 
Co., Prob. Div., +8209-A, decid- 
ed December 19, 1961) 
Declared valid will of testatrix 

who bequeathed her estate to her 

husband. At time she made her 
will she was childless but a sur- 
viving son was subsequently born. 


officers, 
ed 
shirt 

it and 


as 


cure 


Will provided that if husband 
and she died from common dis- 
aster the residue of her estate 


should go to any child or chil- 








Break the Language Barrier . . Contact 


UNILINGUA 
LANGUAGE INSTITUTE 


We provide !nterpreters-and 
Translatiuns in All Languages 


786 Broad St., Newark .. MA 2-2189 











Insurer Held Liable For Attorneys Fees Though 
Not For Indemnification Until Judgment Paid 





New Orleans, La. (ACCN) — 
The U. S. Court of Appeals for 
the Fifth Circuit has held that 


the charterer of a vessel could 
not recover over against its in- 
surer for a judgment against the 
charterer in favor of the owners 
of a second vessel. However, the 
court ruled, the charterer could 
recover its attorneys’ fees from 
the insurer 
The issue in 
hinged on whether the 
the insurance policy cove 
ual monetary loss by 
terer in the sense of 
judgment or mere liability to 
other party which could marae 
into loss beongs the judg 


ull 


text of 
red act- 


tne cn 








an 


nent 


The Sulecat appellate court’s 
decision climaxed an involved 
series of suits and appeals grow- 
a ship collission 
o the charterer’s lia- 
1€ — its 
from 


Nn 
ail 





} 


The court held that the char- 











Transcript Of Eichmann 
Trial Available In 
English On Microcards 


Washington, D. C., Dec. 20— 
The complete transcript of the 
Adolph Eichmann trial, includ- 
ing the Israeli court’s verdict, 
is now available on Microcards, 
it was announced today by A. J. 
Diaz, Executive Director of Mic- 
rocard Editions, Inc. 

The 4,500 page long simultan- 
eous translation is the only com- 
mercially-available publication 
in this country of the historic 
trial, according to Mr. Diaz. He 
said the Microcard publication 
is an unedited and unrevised 
version that has been repro- 
duced, based on the files of the 
New York Public Library which 


were originally secured through 
the Jewish National and Uni- 


versity Library. 

The full Eichmann trial trans- 
cript will cost $37.50 with 60 
pages of trial text on the two 
sides of one card—30 on each 
side. Storage of the trial cards 
will take up less than one inch 
in a 3” x 5” card file, Mr. Diaz 
noted. 

Microcards are 75 X 125 mm 
(approximately 3” x 5”) opaque 
cards upon which micro-images 
of printed data are reproduced 


photographically from film neg- 
atives. These micro-images are 


read in a Microcard Reader 
where they appear on the view- 
ing screen in their original size. 


Federal Bar To Hold 
Tax Forum In 
Newark 





The Federal Bar Association of 
New York, New Jersey & Conn- 
ecticut, will hcld a Tax Forum on 
Tuesday, January 16, 1962, at 


the United States Court, Post 
Office Building, Newark, between 
8:00 and 10:00 P.M., it was an- 
nounced by Leon Dreskin, Vice 
President of the Association for 
New Jersey. 

The panelists, local Tax Attor- 
their topics, 





neys, and are as 
follows: 
Samuel Starr — Current De- 


velopments in Federal Tax Fraud. 

William A. Ancier — Current 
Developments and Cases on 
Federal Income Tax Legislation 

Harold Kamens — Current De- 
velopments in Employee Bene- 
fits. 

Lawyers, as well as members 
of other interested professions, 
are invited to attend. 








dren who might survive her. 
Such mention of child or chil- 
den is sufficient to escape void- 
ing of the will by N.J.S. 3A:3-10 
in this case, because she did pro- 
vide for and mention the issue 
Who did survive her. She did 


contemplate the situation that 


existed at her death. 


terer could not recover against 
its insurer the amount it had 
been adjudged liable for to the 
other vessel owners for collision 
damage because the policy in 
this respect pertained to actual 
loss. Tne court said that the 
charterer ha d not shown that he 
had pai id t he judgment and that 
this was a prerequisite to indem- 
niftestion by the insurer. 

On the other hand, the Circuit 


Court of Appeals ruled, that part 
of the insurance policy which 
covered attorney's fees was 


broad enough in its language to 
cover liability as well as actual 
loss. This meant that the insurer 
must stand the lawyers’ fees of 
the charterer incurred in 
unsuccessful defense of the col- 
lision without the charterer 


tne 


sult 


having to show it had actually 
paid the attorneys. 
The charterer was also held 


entitled to recover attorneys 
fees involved in an earlier appeal 
of a dismissal of its claim for 
indemnification against the in- 
surer. The court placed this re- 
covery on a different ground—<s 
controlling Florida statute cov- 
ering law suits over insurance 
policies. 

The paragraph of the policy 
which was interpreted by the 
Court of Appeals as covering act- 
ual loss only so as to preclude re- 
covery for mere liability read in 
part that the charterer must 
“become liable to pay and shall 
pay by way of damages to any 
other person or persons any sum 
or sums in respect of such col- 
lision 

The phrase in the policy which 
the court interpreted as cover- 
ing liability as well as loss so as 
to permit recovery of the attor- 
ney’s fees in the collision defense 
suit covered fees which the char- 
terer “shall thereby incur or be 
compelled to pay.” “Incur” was 
the vital word in this phrase. 

The federal court’s decision 
covering these points was hand- 
ed down in the case of Stuyves- 
ant v. Nardelli, 1961 American 
Maritime Cases, p. 1999. 





LEGAL NOTICES 





JERSEY 





iE Par 
5 SSOLT TION 
these presents may come, 


a 


to 

Greeting: ‘ 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the vuluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ail the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
SA a ME “TALS CORPORATION 

nu of this State. whose principal 
‘o. 926 Harrison Avenue, 

‘ounty of Hudson, 
State of c (Samuel Risposta 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requ irements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of evi Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seventh day of December. 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the diss said cor- 
poration, executed br the stockbolders 
thereof, which said c 
f the proceedings aforesa 


office se provid 
TESTIMONY 








. 
afc e 








“l by law. 















WHEREOF, 1 
bave hereto set my nand and af 
fixed my of seal. st Trenton 

of December, A.D. 

(Seal) nine bundred and 

2A TTE 

J.-—De sie $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEVARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeti 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- 


holders, er in my office that 
DING 4 CO. 





+AN HOL 








of New Je Isadore Rubin 


betan the agent therein one in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuipg 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Iho Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eleventh day December, 1961, in 
my office a ‘daly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 

poration, executed by ail the stockholders 
ener which suid cousent and the record 
of the proceedings afore ee id are now on file 

fo my maid office as provided by law. 
WHEREOF, 1! 





Stat 


¢ 










IN TESTIM INY 
heave heret. set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Flev day f December. 
(Seal) A.D... or pusand nine hundred 
and sixty~ne 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of. State 
L.J.—Dee. 14, 21, 2 $21.60 
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h Announcements LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT nat = NEW Jpreery “tea , . > > > SHERIFF’S SALE 
C. Raymond Kears and John LAW DIVISION: CIVIL EAWyGRiee car aie ee a SUPERIOR (CHAN.) A-15 
inst Bertman have dissolved the firm JUDGMENT Tate cee ee. prevents may come te cae cet et Sree ae CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX OOUNTY, 
had of Kears and Bertman. C. Ray- abel — scales a AS. I ars to my tixf: j ie It ti tisfaction Gotisae mak hess Rastelammen ee ja 
oa : ss m 3 . a a TEAS t io o my satisfac an " a 8: ‘action, | ~ s Y an «as . SS P 
the mond Kears will continue to]ix THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION : wuthentieated record af the proceed: | by duly quthenticated record of the proceed: corporation, Plaintiff. and 70 Chester Ave. 
ion tice law at 224 Philadelphia | SF, ERED NICOLACOPULOS and : the voluntary diesalution thereat | Ines for the, woluntary diesslution thereof Corp., et als., Defendants, EXECUTION. 
10N practic aw at lia p STEPHIE NICOLACOPULOS for leave inanimous consent of all a stowk- by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | For Sale of Mortgaged Premises. 
in Ave., Egg Harbor City. John pose 5 I gece of : ay “depoaited in my office tha holders, deposited in my office that By virtue of the above stated writ of 
Bertman will continue to prac- SEEPTIn HOAOLE seenective P. & F. CONSTRUCTION ane, FRANKMO CORPORATION ne ve eee eee 
ual : $ a , Sia ‘| a corporat this State, whose principal! a corporation of this State, whose principal oo iacsene ‘Board Me sting ont. in Now- 
the tice law at 203 Bellevue Ave., Fred Nicolacopulos and tephie Nicolaco- jo Fhe ed at No. Be ge Ph ina by a Se eee oe ar tee ark “on Tuesday, the 23rd day of January 
Pa is v he: : ahte ’aterson, County 0 assaic, 1e » ifton, J : pate 4 > <ae-? ane 
he Hammonton. los, his wife, having this day applied to Jersey (Alfred Pomante| State of New Jersey (Salvatora Montalbano | 2¢Xt. at 1:30 P.M. (Prevaiting Time). all of 
Court by Complaint setting forth the / eine th ent there rein and ia cha  tuereot the following tract or parcel of land and 
hat rounds of the applicat and verified by an| being the agent t in che Dg the ax ere:n a be cad * ed) * | premises, hereinafter particularly described, 
affidavit of the sai for mr i, situate, lying and being in the City of 





nlaintifts, 





m- Peter Fless, Jr. has become as- | Smdavit of the sai ca See! esmaiion 


sociated with Jack DiNola in the| ef Fred Nichols and Stepbie Nichols. respec- steed 
general practice of law at 112 “And it having appeared to the Court by . 


to ass 


comuties ith t the ar nt "Title 14. 

comp: wit the FOQUIFEMONTS ¢ * | Newark, Essex County, New Jersey: 

agg ggg gH BEGINNING on the southerly side of 

of this Certificate of Dissolution. Chester Avenue, at a point therein distant 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Sec 125 feet easterly from the corner of the 

















































































ULL 
4 = Affidavi t that the + ’, same and Washington Avenue; thence runnin: 
art North Montgomery St., Trenton 8. “olacopulos and Stepbie |"! . Sa Es as eee an ca (1) South 28 degrees 21 minutes west 90.8 
at reside at 54 Chelsea — P feet; thence (2) South 60 degrees 14 minutes 
il LEGAL NOTICES Aver ( County of | F f December, 1961, file in| Twenty-first day of December, 1961, file in| ¢ast'25.01 feet: thence (3) North 28 degrees 
yas Essex and ‘State ‘ y executed and attested consent | ™Y office a duly executed and attested consent | 21 minutes east 91 feet and 6 inches more 
ere SHERIFF'S SALE And it h g appeared further that notice dissolution of said cor- | 'm writing to the dissolution of said cor- | or less to Chester Avenue; thence along 
to SUPER TOR (CHAN.) of said ion has | been published at by all the stockhalders | boration, executed by all the stockholders | Chester Avenue (4) North 61 degrees 39 
ane SUPERIOR COURT OF WN least once each week f f successive consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the record be inutes west 25 feet to the place of BE- 
ual CHANCERY DIVISION, Es ek next prec eding the pr ! said are now on file | of the proceedinzs aforesaid are now on file | GINNING. 
rer DOCKET NO. F1 58-61— Be Je } in office ¢ I led by law. in my said office as provided br law. | _ Being lot number 5, on a map made by 
- ' Realty Co, aN t J TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J Francisco and Barkiorn, Surveyors, dated 
ol tiff. and shar l ds hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and at- | April 1885. Premises being known and 
1. EXECU a ortgaged Prem- > are reasonable official seal, at Trenton, fixed my official seal. at Treuton, designated as 70 Chester Avenue, Newark, 
DE ises. and that teenth day of December this Twenty-first day of December, | N. J. 
ol- By virtue of writ of thereto: (Seal 1e thousand nine hundred| (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred Seing known and designated as 70 Chester 
i Ex+eution, to “expose this 21st day of cty-one. and sixty-one. Avenue, Newark, New Jersey. Being lot #31, 
Fer for sale by Publi Hall hat Fred Ni ARD J. PATTEN EDWARD J. PATTEN, 3lock 619 on the Tax Assessment map of said 
- of Records (Boar. " e copulos Secretary of State. Secretary of State. municipality. 
aay ark, on Tuesday are here by f L.JI.—Dee. 28, Jan. 4, 11 $21.60 | U-J.—Dec. 28, Jan. 4, 11 $21.60 The approximate amount of the Judgment 
next. at 1: f Fred Nict belhstis : ——|— to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of 
{ 7. from and after % , cE seneee Seven Thousand Three Hundred Twenty-six 
_e > da r oF hat E OF NE RS ollar "i i . 7% P 
21d n ity of Newark, Es uty, New | the Le i eee UTMENT. OF STADE STATE OF NEW JERSEY we hoe hee 
- rsey w t 1 f ereafter, the said ; i ALENT DEPARTMENT OF STATE wit he costs of this sale. 
1S of this Judg- a PLEICATE OF DISSOLU oo 5 Newark, N. J.. December 18. 1961 
To « we dheae: aveaedta wide. couks CERTIFICATE OF LISSOLUTION : 
Law Journal. a ‘ , ties er " To all to whom these presents may come . LE ROY J. D'ALOIA, Sheriff. 
tha anata Cannes ea Grentine: * | ZUCKER, GOLDBERG & W EISS, Attorneys. 
: L.J.—Dec. 28, Jan. 4, 11, $34.03 


. Waeeeee. It appears ~ be ee. 

y duly authenticated record o e proceed- sae ie * 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof TAKE NOTICE That the undersigned will 
the Essex County Court, at the 


by th animo f all th - | apply to 
oe oo coe ome Court House, Newark, New Jersey, on Janu- 








twenty-se ver 
southwest 
ed by the 





-orner form- 


rth wester riv 












Indgment 










































westerly in the Office of the a ee holders, deposited in my office that e 
running (1) of Ease x and that. pig oar 7. adel BENCON REALTY CORP. poi 1962 . 9:30 god for a — 
minutes 1 plaintiffa shall é at No 124 Main Street. in| 2,Comporation of this State, whose principal | @uthor ‘te Se. aud Pcedece Bemasen 
side of Seym Indgment to be loomingdale, County of Paw | oiice 1s situated at No. 60 Park Place, apeuteede =— ae See 
a stake on tate, pursuant a Dadar, | in the City of Newark, County of Essex. : 
Ss Fmous ; . pe Statute in suc sw Jersey (Gerard 5. Podesta State of New Jersey (David M. Litwin permease bowser od 
eig degrees : de provi Me ¢ 
hundred feet to a poin “HON. ROBERT A. MATTHEWS —_ ber agen 8 re ayy bors ? caee Se. Infante by Natural Guardian 
, 2 es udg. ‘ Ci 
cy &) nort h trent one Judge C.C complied with the requirements of Titie 14. | ERMAN J. ZIEGLER 
he anes oe ee Reve sere. ee alent: Aatienes atten Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 14 Halstead Street 
Gee late ce slik th Avenue” of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | fast Orange, New Jersey 
t- Schiancataete: aie P Naw Savas Secretary of | of (this Certificate of Dissolution. Attorney for Plaintitts 
Rie hie ae nace “OR . $12.98 Eke Hoveta NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of |) 5 Tec. 7, 14. 28 $11.84 
a he Point and place " sin weet ae iid. on, the | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby - 
in seing known x - e ‘d. on the | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seymour Ave Fifteenth day of December, 1961, file in| Twenty-first day of December, 1961, file in STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


= The approx font STATE OF NEW JERSEY @ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 




























































SU Pp. ° > arp 4 nee my Offre a du executed and attested consent 7 
to he satisfied DEPARTMENT OF STATE “segs led a peg oe my office a duly executed and attested consent MCAT > r 
+ Six Thousand F CERTIPICATE OF DISSOLUTION side « to the solution of si ‘ in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 7, ak utae er UTION 
Dollars and Ejgh To all to whom these presents may come, | PTH! poration, executed by all the stockholders Greeting: PERECNES kee Gas 
ly togeth ith the Greeting: . | theres thereof, which said cousent and the record WHE 
xeether w the ¢ F ; of tt m HEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ewark. N.J I : ¢ WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, : of the proceedings aforesaid are — on fle | oy auly authenticated record of th i 
m LE ROY J Dp’ ALOTA. Sheriff by duly authenticated record of the proceed: In my said office as provided by la ines for the voluntar i fh t se gph" 
he MANDELBAUM & MANDELBATM ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof Ag? IN TBSTIMONY WHERE OF, I | hs the BE Gcnaous ria Ml tt - mri 
: “Attornera, | 2%, the unanimous consent of all the stock- me “hand endl cae have hereto set my hand and af- | giiders, deposited ir » offfe pr = a 
Titian Ol sek a a ee 34-09 | BOklers, deposited in my office that x ial seal, at Tres fixed my official seal. at Trenton. wie PAI BOO MOTORS. ban 
es Be ees = WOOD-RIDGE GARAGE. INC . this teenth day of December, this Twenty-first day of December, | , Please s aS a may P 
Hh : SRS EE i ial a I eae E. IN¢ ee) A.D thousand nine hundred | (Sea!  cuah Pacaata ae hundred | 24,CoTPoration of this State, whose principal 
SHERIFF’S SALE a corporation of ths State, whose principal : _ aa oo ‘: isan “nine hum office is situated at No, 284 Sussex Avenue 
= SUPERIOR (LAW) A-1 ‘e is situated at No. 207 Hackensack ee nd sixty- in the City lows 5 teapot 
; SUPERIOR COURT OF y Street, in the Borough of Wood-Ridge, County Ep i rh EDWARD J. PATTEN, Sule of Nee iene tae a Paleees 
1S LAW DIVISION Ess of Bergen, State of New Jersey (Murray wi eee oF Slate. Secretary of State. ; s : oe : a 
DOCKET NO. J1501 Ludmer being the agent there! oe ana an L.J.—Deec. 28, Jan. 4, 11 $21.60 | L.J.—Dee. 28, . Jan. 4,11 $21.60] deing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
_ Goer. e comers Chava thicenh ai a hn pe ———— | on whom process may be served). has 
$e vs. John Hamilto requirements STATE OF NEW JERSEY ~ nt tg én a of fee tf — ; 
fendants, EXECUTION eat Hae tacs DEPARTMENT OF STATE 2 N ERSE worations, General, of Revised Statutes 
“ By Gir ‘710: bore ‘ — nr CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION opal SEN OF? TATE New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
: y virtn e ab - to the : DEPARTMENT OF 8 of this Certificate of Dissolut 
FExecntion, to me directed issuing of this Certificate « lution. Too se whom these presente may come, CERTIFICATE OF I)JSSOLUTION NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
e for sale by Public Vend1 NOW, THEREFORE Secretary of ae To all to whom these presents may come, | crit of the State of New Jerov pe ee 
Hiall of ‘Riceords’ (Roa 3 of the ; Fig: Kacche WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaetion. Greeting: Cowtiay that) We pebe ce Do Hereby 
s Newark, on Tuesday t ion’ did, on the| P¥ duly authenticated record of the vroceed- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaetion. my that We enki comporation did. on the 


1961. file in| {9&% for the voluntary dissolution thereof by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | Fifteenth day of December, 1961, file in 
| oli aiuly ¢ t t r 

































































































ary, next, at 1:30 P M. ( v . 
air the Fiche. tc ead 4a of é Pra aOR by the unanimous consent of all the stock- ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof “ ’ out 
n named defendants. of eritine mea consent | holders, deporited in my office that by the unanimous consent of all the estock- : : 
_ certain tract or ps if , DAJO REALTY CORP. holders, deposited in my office that ‘ x 
and being in. the City oe ge Bay Pardes P. I. H. HOLDING ©O. record 
— sounty ew Jersey »- ev s+ omon enue. |! a corpo tion of this State, wh« rincipal file 
BEGINNING on the Newark, County of Essex. | office te situ rated vat NG: gata PO se heal cneaes 
n Myrtle Avenue 226° , w Jersey (Abraham Madee/the Township of Union, County of Union, VIBE REOF J 
corner formed ; being the agent therein and in charge agg oom State of New Jersey (Harry Wische ind and af 
easterly side ! upon: whom process may be served) an s ss ! et Trenton 
= northerly thi nth day of December, | Combed with the requirements “of Title 14, oe rn Soe 5 aggre agg os this Fifteenth day of December, 
riser P+ (Seal) ASD. thousand nine hundred of ‘New Jersey. oreliginary tothe feaulag complied with the requirements of Title 14 Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
= on 2 and six v8 , Corporations, General, of Hevised Statutes and sixty-one 
25" east EDWARD J. PATTEN, of thie Certificate of Dissolution. of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
public use: Secretary of State NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of { this Certificate of Dissolution. Secretary of State 
said alley north L.J.—Dec. 28, Jan. 4, 11 $21.60 Sertich thes of New Jerses. Do Berets | © now THEREFORE, 1 the Secretary of | {J.—Dew. 28. Jane 4.11" $21.60 
north 57® oe . - +i pel. ertify that the said corporation on the | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby - 
of Myrtle Eighteenth y of December, 1961, file in| Certify that the said corporation did, on the STATE - NE “RSE 
’ 4 a : . STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Being know erase OF NEW JERSEY my pr a dul y executed and attested consent | puns  ¢ ~embe 961 ile ix DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
. avenue, Newark, DEPARTMENT OF STATE in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 1¥¢ntieth day of December. 1961, file in CERTIFICATE UF DISS 
. The approximate CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION poration, executed by all the stockholders | my office a duly executed and attested comsen! | 7, git to pins! thoes Pr ge nny 
¢ to ne ae by, aah os at te whom these presenta may come, | thereof. which said couseut and the record | in writing to the See ntlon of = Bed | Greeting: ™ 
: Six Hundred an Greeting : of the proceeding foresaid are n¢ m fil boration, executed by all the stockholders WHE 
Cents ($611.11), ether th the ta of WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | in my said off ad provided we lew. eT thereof. “which said cousent and. the record by pn gp RE gente a fc tgeeoe 
this sale. by duly authenticated record of the proceed: IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} | of the proceedings af a are now on file | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
1 Newark, N.J.. Ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof have hereto set my hand and af- | in mv eaid office as vided by law. | by the unanimous consent of all the stocks 
LE the unanimous consent of all the stock- fixed my official seal. at Trenton. IN “TESTIMONY WHEREOF. ji | holders, deposited in my office that 
‘ ; . holders, deposited in my office that this I das ot December. have hereto set my hand and af | ORIENT ASSOCIATES. INC 
: L.J.—Dec. 28, Jan MARKET & BEAVER REALTY ©0. INC. | (Seal) D isand nine hundred S3ee ite aoe Perea | a corporation of this State, whose princival 
s 2 n of his te whose principal s + Or * enti ‘ ay or ecember. ted Ne . "4 ington § 
: ESS TA COUNTY COURT ated at No. ford P ve ED tb J. PATTEN (S¢ : thousand nine hundred Ot lachgmen, Graney a pes 
AAW Divi TSI ION of Newark, County Essex, Secretary of State. and sixty-one f New Jersey (Abr. M. N ickeleporn 
New Jersey (Peter A. Adams] L.J.—D 28, J 4, 11 $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, : 
} - . - 4 : Secretary of Stat la 
; NOTIC E OF HE ARING belng the agent therein and in charge thereof, hb. —Dec : rif hd is virhias bein Caan ae henge Rony ae ~— 
é In the matter of the pe ge _ gh by ; complied with the reouirements of Title 14, 
application of Herbert Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | grpppyi) . a | Sptporations. General. of Revised Statetes 
Kalnitsky and Roberta of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing |” ar axcrpy SEX COUNTY STATE OF NEW JERSEY of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Kalnitsky. his wife, for f iA of Dissoluti H x JUNTY MIP EN’ 
' lente‘ ts aaaume the Bice o oa pa A f “ on. t DOC KET N George ne DEPARTMENT (F ST NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
me | NOW, THERE. u. I, the Secretary of |<... Pla Gee CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLT State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
of Herbert Kahl and State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 7 48 . a . S wEMEIIE IRE To all to whom these presents Certify that dase sald corporation did, the 
| Roberta Kahl, respectively Certify that the sald corporation did, on the | Wid". et als... Defendants. EXECUTION. | 7%, allt ne oo: th dee of Sena 8 
WE Rr CCC a A Ee ee ightecnth day of Decca iS fits tn WHEREAS, It appears to th day of December. 1961, file is 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCE Eighteenth day of —— — file - writ of! ny duls B A an — ms ahs a on executed and attested consent 
Take Notice that t my office a duly executed a attested consen : : e expose | ines for in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
app! the Essex Coun {on writing to the dissolution of sald cor- rr sale -ublic Vendue in Room 506 : ; t » gt 
Pply to Issex in t i the” elackuataere Tal - by the unan poration, executed by all the stockholdere 
day of January. 1962 * .: 30 ock in| Poration, executed by all the  stoc er s > ne 23rd day = he holders thereof, which said cousent and the record 





thereof, which said couxent and the record 7 : . 1s an in fe { r ow on 6) 
ng Time). all RIPLEY INVESTMENT COMPAN} a said offce. ae i i 
al IN 


the forenoon, at the Essex County Court 
- . :- f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
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House in the City of Newark, New Jersey for in my raid office as provided Spec a|a corporation of tk State. wi Ww 
a judgment authorizing them to assume the , land and rporation Of this State. whose princi ESTIMONY HEREOF, 3 
names of Herbert Kahl and Roberta Kahl. IN’ TESTIMONY WHEREOE, J described. | office is situated at No. 9 Cottage Court. have be to set my hand and af- 
HERBERT KALNITSKY bave hereto set my hand and af- City of | the Township of Maplewood, County of Ess = fixed mr offcia) ceal at Trenton. 
ROBERTA KALNITSKY Sxed es oficial tea), ah Tremtae. New Jersey. State of New Jersey (H. Guilbert Ripley this Twentieth day of Deeember 
MILTON 8. KRAMER this Eighteenth day of December. point in the easterly “ing the aget’ therein and in charge thereof (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 
Attorney for Applicants (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred h Street at a point whom process may be served). has and sixty-one 
11 Commerce Street and sixty-one. feet from the north- fed with the requirements of Title 14. EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Newark, New Jersey EDWARD J. PATTEN, Eleventh Avenue and] (srporations, Ge of Revi sed Statutes Secretary of State : 
L.J.—Dec. 21, 28, Fen. 4,11 $19.53 Secretary of State. et thence running (1)| of New J - the issulng | L.J.—Dec. 28, Jan. 4, 11 $21.60 
L.J.—Dec. 28, Jan. 4, 11 $21.60 street twenty-five feet: | of this Certificate of Dis tion ; : ieee a 
2 OF at right angles to said NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secret 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE a t: thence (3) sontherly | State of the State of New Jersey. I STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
= AT ESSEX COUNTY COURT street twenty-five feet: | Certify that the said corporation iid. ‘MENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 





CERTIFICATE OF DIs 





= hd DIVISION y one hundred feet to the Twenty-second day of December. 1961, fil 











To au to whom these presents mau come YOKET NO. . : pe ; o ali to whom these presents may come, 
REPRISE IE pai 7 Ciel Action t 61 on a map of Robert| 1 Cure @ duly executed and att Sa 
ete Ply sag —* riabasrte~g NOTICE OF HEARING ing one-fourth of Lots nos. ng duly avtnenticated revo a oe 
e vr 


by duly authenticated recor 





nd 50 northerly of Joseph 









































ings for the d n b z 4 
by the unanimons consent hereof | IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION : aaa. tela e uae oe fone tthe recor 

sau, aes ae “| OF LBO E. MIDDLEMASS. individually. to Robert Flocke by J. Acker- ¥ i bree, yt > X58 

: and as natu de d dated 15 December 189i IN 
HAMBURG AUTO SALES PATRICIA MIDDLEMASS, MAUREEN Pook M-286 page 548 ; Dali heretnwtet my hind to B, LEMAROSCH REALTY CORP 

& corporation of this State. MIDDLEMASS, and COLLEEN MIDDLE- as 110% South Eighth 6iltad sents oe Wen ia 1 of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 125 } : MASS. infants, and ETHEL MIDDLEMASS : Jersey. : a ; 175 Market Street, 
the Borough of Bloomingdale, of his wife. for leave to assume - names premises convered to 7 this Twenty-second day of December County of Passaic. 
Baic, State of New Jersey (Ge ard 'B. P. desta} of LEO E. MeNALLY, PATRICIA by deed from Anthony | ‘Sea! A.D.. one thousand nine hundred ‘ (Martin S. Mandon 
being the agent therein and in cli ereot, | MCNALLY, MAUREEN MeN AL. LY. R. Cuzzi, his wife and sixty-one. ze be! b : ree thereof, 
“pon whom process may be s hes | COLLEEN’ MeNALLY, and ETHEL and recorded in the EDWARD J. PATTEN, beike ‘onan oe therein and — aman bas 
complied with the 14 McNALLY, respectively, Essex County in Deed], Secretary of State. . complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
. sed S es Plaintiffs &e. on Inly 18. 1957, | )-J-—Dec. 28, Jan. 4, 11 $21.60 | Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
12 11 and singular the of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 

, 1 TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: and appurtenances of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
tEFORE Secretary of TAKE NOTICE THAT the undersigned will 1 anywise appertain- id NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Io Hereby | apply te the Essex Connty Court on the 18th | i i r reversions, remain- rated: December 19. 1961 | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did. on thé day of Jannary 1962, at 9:30 s reteck is the der and remainders, rents, issnes and profits| ESTATE OF ALBE RT QUARATINO, Certify that the said corporation did. om the 
Fifteenth day of December. 1961, file in| forenoon. at the Court House. in the City of| thereof. AND ALSO all the estate. right deceased. Twenty-first day of December, 1961, file in 

aly exect send Newark, New Jersey. for a judgment authoriz- | title. lutannet y. possession. claim Pursuant to the order of DAVID H ate a zs - 1961. file 

my office a duly executed ete ing them to assume the names of Leo ever, a8 well in law as | WIENER, Surrogate of the Count hy Sane fy tee 





Mortgagor. of in and to] this day made on the 


E. 
McNal ly. Patricia McNally. Maureen McNally. 
ry part and parce! thereof, | undersigned. Execi 


Colleen McNally and Ethel McNally, respec- 


in writing to the diss 
Toration, executed by 





said deeased. | POration, executed by all the stockholders 
“SC, | thereof, which said comsent and the record 






















thereof, which said co and th 
of the proceedings efores: : . tively ith the ances, and all fixtures now | notice is hereby given to the creditors of z 
eS ie car Saree ont nem LEO E. MIDDLEMASS. individually, | or hereafter attached to or used in connection | Said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. | jy ime Droceedings aforesaid are now oe dle 
IN TESTIMONY Wi HE I and as father and natural guardian with the premises herein described. under oath or affirmation. their claims and | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set mr c of Patricia Middlemass, Manreen The approximate amount of the Judgement | demands against the estate of said decea sed | have. hereto set my haod and af- 
fixed my official . iardaas - Middlemaes. and Colleen Middlemass. to be aati y said sale is the anm of| within six months from this date, or they | fized my officis) seal. at Trenton, 
ni : and Ethel Middlemass, his wife, Fight Thones Fight Hundred Fighty Six] will be forever barred from prosecuting or | 
this Fifteenth day of December, individually Dollars and Twenty Five Cents ($8,888.25). | recovering the same against the subscriber. | this Twentyirst day of December, 
(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred] Rodman C. Herman. tocether with the “hats of this eale. WILLIAM ABRUZZESE } (Seat) A.D... of thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one a: 744 Broad Street. Newark N J December 18, 1961 CARL ABRUZZESE, Attorney and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, Newark 2. N. LE ROY J. D*ALOTLA. Sheriff. 605 Broad Street EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
L. Secretary of State. Attorney — Plaintiffe SAMTUET R. BALL, Attorner. | Newark 2. N. J Secretary of State. , 
J.--Dee. 28, Jan. 4, 11 $21.60 L.J.—Dec. 21, 28. Jan. 4. 11 $28.35 1.J.—Dec. 28. Jan. 4. 11. 18 $39.69 L.J.—Dec. 28, Jan. 4. 11, 18. 25 L.J.—Dee. 28, Jan. 4, 11 $21.60 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





seers OF NEW JiRSEY 
EVPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeti 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duiy authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ali the stock- 
_ holders, deposited in my office that 
SONBEN REALTY ©0., INC. 
& corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 89 Central Avenue, 
in the Oity of Clifton, County of Passaic. 
State of New Jersey (Milton Werksman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 


upon: whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preiiminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, I'o Hereby 






Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Seventh day of December, 1961, file in 
2 ba a exec uted and altested consent 

t ition of said cor 

ail the stockbolder> 

sseut ar "ig the record 

{ are now on file 


by law 
HEREOF. J} 











IN TEST! TMONY Wi 

h bere to set my 

) + official seal 

this Seventh day of December, A.D.. 

(Seal) e thousand nine bundred = and 
sixty-one. 

I DW. ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW goo 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU? TION 


o ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ty duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimoue consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

cae gaged a REALTY CO., INC. 
this State, whose principal 






& Ee atic oO. 
i situated at 


met 


89 Central Avenue, 

a County of Essex, 
Jersey (Max Sherman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upoo whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
‘ jertity that the said corporation did, on the 
First 1s f December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by a!l the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
ef the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my raid office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set hand and af- 
fizeal mv official at Trenton. 


of December, A.D., 
nine hundred and 








my 
seal, 


First day 
ene thousand 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

14, 21, 28 


this 


$21.60 


J.—Deec. 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CEKTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Toot, to whom these presents may come, 

reeti 
WHDPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
bs duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the vpanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
WYNDCR EST REALTY CO., INC. 

1is State, whose principal 
No. 589 Central Avenue, 
Fast Orange, County of Essex, 
New Jersey (Max Sherman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
imoa whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporati eneral, of Revised Statutes 
Jersey, preliminary té the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution. 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did, on the 
First day of December, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
tion, executed by all the stockholders 
which said cousent and the record 
ef the proceedings aforesaid are oo on file 
in my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my cfficial seal. at Trenton, 
this First day of December, A.D., 
Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
gixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary. of State. 
a6, 21... 26 






yas. G 


$21.60 


Dec. 





STATE OF NEW eo 
7) TMENT OF STA 
_ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 


WHBEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 








by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, depoatted in my office that 
DUNHAP REALTY CO., INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
fii is situated at No. 589 Central Avenue, 
» the City of East Orange, County of Essex, 
State “a New Jersey (Max Sherman 
being ee hyd eng ~— in charge thereof. 
served). haa 


apoa 
po ay witht the y reauirements of Titie 14, 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Io Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First of December, 1961, file in 
mys office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the disso!ution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockbolders 
thereof. which said comusent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF,. 1} 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official] seal. at Trenton. 
this First day of December, A.D., 
one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 


day 


Seal) 


$21.60 





December 5. 1961 


ted: 
ESTATE OF SAMUEL WILDSTEIN, 


deceased. 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever ba from prosecuting or 
me against the subscribers. 


STEIN 
UNION TRUST COMPANY 


MARSH & SCHERER, 


FIDE gst 
RIKER, DANZIG, 


- = F 
L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4, 11 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 














FILM ENTERPRISES, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose icipal 
office is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street. | 
in the © of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Nathaniel L. Sunshine 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has | 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the 
State of the State of New Jersey, 


Secretary of | 
Do Hereby | 


Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

fteenth day of December, 1961, file ir 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


by all the stockholders 


exec net 


poration, 

















thereof, and the record 

of the prox are now on file} 

in my said « d by law. | 

WHEREOF, I! 

have hereto set my hand and af-| 

fixed my official seal. Trenton, | 

this . day of ecember, | 

(Seal) ner and nine = hundr a} 

EDW i D , “PATTEN, | 

Secretary of State | 

L.J.—Dec. 21, 28, Jan. 4 $21.60 | 

| 

| 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY | 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
july authen ted record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

LAHEY CORPORATION 
a corporatic of this State, 
office is situated at No 89 Beverley 
in the T of Montelair, County Essex, 
State of New Jersey ge Lahey 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourteenth day of December, 1961. file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 


by 





principal 
Road, 


whose 












(Geo 











have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Fourteenth day of December 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. P: ATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 21. 28, Jan. 4 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the consent of all the stock- 
holders, in my office that 
FLOWE Ro ( “egy wach | 

is 


To 





unanimous 

deposited 

THE 
tior 













in the Tow nship « 





State of New 

being the agent therein and in charge the 
upon whom pr be served), 
complied with the ements of Titl 
Corporations, Ge Revised St 
of New Jersey, prel im! inary to the 





of this Certificate of Dissol seas) yn 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


Certify that the said cornoration did. on the 
Fighth day of Deeember, 1961 file in 
y office a duly executed and ettested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the etockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the pre oceedings aforesald are row on file 
in mr ee as provided by law. 
"TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 4 











hereto set my hand and af 
official seal. at Trenton 
hth Decemt A.D 

(Seal) ine 1 1 an 

sixty-one | 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

L.J.—Dec. 21, 28. Jan. 4 £21.60 | 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | 


DEPARTMENT 
OF 


OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE INSSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It apvears to my satisfaction, 


hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
y the unanimous consent of all the etock- | 
holders, deposited in my office that | 
vata ge ge ES gle | 
a corporatic 3 
fee is situ: 
in the C f 
State of New 
being the agent therein and in pnen thereof. 
upon whom ocess may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, | 
Corporations, General. of Hevised Statutes | 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. | 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | 
State of the State of New Jersey. lio Hereby | 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the | 
First day « her 1961 file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent | 
in writing to the dissolntion of sald cor- 
Doration, executed by all the stockholders | 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 5 ol on fle | 





Jersey 





f Decen 








stare. OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHDBEEAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by er 2 authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
INC. 
whose principal 


GOLD LAND CO., 
a corpor ation of this State. 





fice i No. 628 Chancellor Ave- 
nue in the Town of Irvington, County of 
Issex, State of New Jersey (Rose O' Deeky 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom oprocesé be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eleventh day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
LEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the pr ° 
ings for the voluntary diesolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ali the etock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

UNION SHARES COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is si tuated at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
in the City of ‘ewark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey {William J Egan 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fon “nth day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 





rte¢ 











rriti ‘ issolution of id cor- 
Ng au oe sterhhelacrs poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record | thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed wm Micia} seal. at Trenton? fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 
this Eleventh lay of December, this ¥ teenth day of December. 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | {5ea!) thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 1d one, 7 
EDWARD J. PATTEN E DW AR D J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State Secretary of State. 

L.J Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 | L.J.—Dec. 21. 28, Jan. 4 £21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, | To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
ROUTIV CORPORATION 

ation of this State. whose principal 

No. 39 Park Place, 

petit County of Ber- 

(Abram Lebson 


being the agent tneetn ana in charge thereof, 
upon whom procese may be served). ar 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutee 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Diseolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Eleventh day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. wh said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my raid office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 
hand and af- 


have hereto set my 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

SPRINGI TEL b HOL, DING CO. 
a corporati« 








office Street, 
in th ity Essex, 
State of . Jersey Stern 





being the agent therein and tn charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Io Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twelfth day December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which eaid consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are oi on file 
in my said office as provided by la 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


of 

















ficial Me i have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed Ele 9 ee ge pen fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Eleventh ay oO Jecember, tesa’ 

Seal) A.D., one joes nine hundred . this Twelfth day of December, 
and sixty~+ (Seal) A.D., one es nine hundred 
EDWARD PATTEN, and sixty~< a 
Secretary s State. EDWARD _ PATTEN. 

oe - 2 9 21.60 Secretary of State. 

Le Beye ene $21.60! 1 3.—Dec. 21, 28, Jan $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY Take Notice that on Thursday, January 25, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 196 at 9 30 o'clock in the forenoon, we. 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ferro, Leona Puzziferro. and 

To ali to whom these presents may come, Jr., John Puzziferro, 

Greett ro “and Linda Puzziferro, in- 
WHDEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, and natural guardian, 


by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by tbe unanimoue consent of all the stock- 








holdera, deposited in my office that 
KAY-ESS HOL DING CO, 

a <¢ wration of ” whose principal 

of tuated at ; uth 10th Street. 

1 of Newark, Goats of Essex, 

State of New Jersey (Isadore Rubin 


being the agent therein and in charge os 
upon whom process may be served). ba 

complied with the requirements of Title it 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eleventh day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my raid office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J] 
beve hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
enth 


day of December, 








thousand nine hundred 

J PATTEN, 

of State 

"28 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW er tt 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 


CEKTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited im my office that 

3 REALTY CORP. 

! whose principal 
Fabyan Place, 
inty of Essex, 

(Murray Silver 
nd in charge thereof. 
haa 





C 





e of g New 
ing the avent therein a 
ipon whom process 
mplied with the requireme 
Corporations. General, of Hevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, vreliminary td the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the Stat+ of New Jersey. lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
I th day of Dec 1961, file in 
ms allie ea duly executed and ‘attested consent 








ley ¢ Ty 
nber 





In writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all th- stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid re at ot on file 
in ms said office as provided 


la 
TESTIMONY WHE REOF, J 





























fa my said office as provided by IN 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I i 
have hereto set my hand and af- ave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, fixed my officis! seal. at Trenton. 
this December, A.D Eleventh day of December, 
Seal) one nine hundred and Sea - one ousand nine hundred 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 2D. ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretar f State. ios of State. “ 
L.J.—Dee. th 2 23 , $21.60 | + A dex Jan 4 $21.60 
Dated: Dece 1961 | vated: November 28, 1961 
ESTATE OF MARY M. MORI ased. | ESTATE OF SAM LUCKS, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of “DAVID H.| Pursuant to the omer of DAVID GH. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eseex,| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the/|‘t this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased. | jersigned Executrix of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | o0tice is hereby given to the ereditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subseriber.| said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and inder oath or affirmation, their claims 
demands against the estate of sald deceased | Jemands against the estate of said aon 
within six months from this date, or they | *¥ithin six months from thie date, or they 
will be forever barred from Soonueating or| wil! be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the riber.| recovering the same acnrainst the subscriber 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 4 IRE LUCKS 
GALEN B. HALL, Attorney BENJAMIN COE, near 
744 Broad Street 24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2. N. J. Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Dec, 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4, 11 | L.J.—Dee. 7, 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4 










ieir father 

or shall apply to the Essex 
Essex County Court 
_ New ark, New Jersey, 











18 to assume the 
mes rr Lea Perro, James 
rm, 4 r Laurie Perro and 

Linda Perro vel 
> individually 

father and 
cholas Brese 

Y Hi it Street 

Newa > 

Attorney r Plain 

L.J.—Dee. 28, Jan 11, 18 $18.27 
ted: November 27. 1961 


ESTATE OF MARTEN ROEMMELE, 
deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. 

WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 

this day made on the application of the 

undersigned, Executor of ea 

notice is hereby given to the creditors of 

said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber. 

under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
jernands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
WILLIAM ROSSNAGLE 

PAUL M M. STR 4 K, Attorney 

20 Clinton Stree 

Newark 2, N. :" 

Ld.——Dee. 7, 21, 


14, 28, Jan. 4 





NOTICE TO ABSENT DEFENDA 
STATE OF — JERSEY 


COATES; BARBARA 
TURNER; JAMES WESLEY 
MARCELL COMBS ZIMMER 
VIRGINIA COATES SOLUM: 
FIRST CHURCH OF CHRIST, SCIE} 
TIST, UNIONTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA: 
SHRINERS HOSPITALS FOR CRIPPLED 
CHILDREN; ALLIED YOUTH INCOR- 
PORATED; THE NEW ENGLAND KURN 
HATTEN HOMES, INC.; < aoe 
MONWEALTH FOR B PINE 
WOODS COUNTRY LIFE SCHOOL : DIs- 
ABLED AMERICAN VETERANS 
You are her-by summoned and required to 


L.&. 
EDNA 
COATES 
COMBS : 
BOYLOFF : 





DUSTAN 



















> upon HAR RY KAY, ESQ., plaintiff's 
ney, se address is 786 Broad St.. 
» the Complaint 

The National 









3 . as Executor 
» of the Estate of Sarah C. Combs. 
nd Elizabeth M. Combs, et als.. 
ling in the Suverior Conrt 
y within 35 days after January 
lusive of such date. If you 
judgment by default may be 
ou for the relief demanded 
2 shall file your answer 
in duplicate with the 
or Court, State Honse. 
New Jersey, in accordance 
practice and procedure. 
been instituted for the 
n judgement construing. 
determin soe the question set 
the complaint arising under the 
ill! and Testament and Declaration of 
Trust of Sarah C. Combs. deceased. and 
dec! laring the rights and status of the bene- 
‘iaries named therein. impressing a lien on 
the residuary estate for the benefit of and 
r the natural life of the decedent's 
hter. Elizabeth M. Combs, instructing 
irecting the plaintiff as to whom present 
future payments and distribution shal! 
© made and such other relief together with 
counsel fees and costs. 
You are made a defendant because yon 
are a beneficiary under the Last Will and 
Testament and the Declaration of Trust of 








re sndered a 





ae of 
Annex, Trenton. 





with the rul es of ciril 
on has 







and 













and 


and 
} 





Sarah C. Combs, deceased. 
GRANT SCOTT 
Clerk of the Superior C 
Dated: Dee ember 12. 1961. si st 
L.J.—Deec. 21, 28. Jan. 4, 11 $39.06 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHDPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited In my office that 

P. & L. CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal! 
office is situated at No. 95 Harvard Avenue 
in the Township of Maplewood, County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Otto Brief 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). hae 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. Genera!. of Revised Statutes 
Jersey. preliminary té the iesuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution 
THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, l'o Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did. on the 
Eighth day of 1961, file tr 
executed and attested « 


Deceraber, 


tise 














r whic cousent and 
{ the oe foresaid are now 
my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
have heret set my hand and af 
fixed official seal. at Treuto 
; : cith day of December, A.D) 
Seal) t susand nine hundred) = an 
E DAY ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Dee 21, 28. Jan. 4 $21.6 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 






{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holdera, deposited in my office that 

EDNOR HOLDING ©O. 

a corporation of this State. whose principa 

office is situated at No. South 10th Street 
the City of Newark, County of Essex 

State of New Jersey (Isadore Rubi: 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Rev! Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the fesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the 
tate of the tate of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Thirteenth day of December, 1961, file 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
In writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


retary of 


poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, whi said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 5 on file 


provided by la 
WHERFOF. 1 

my hand and af- 

seal. at Trenton 


of Decemh 
hundred 


fn my said office as 
IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set 
fixed my official 
this Thirter 
(Seal) gee one 
and 
bDW ARD 7 “PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dee. 21, 28, Jan. 4 





nth day 
sehitntg ct nine 


$21.6: 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
1 whom these presents may come, 

ree 5 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolutiun thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

MONMART HOLDING CO. 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 


ffice is situated at No. 790 Broad Street 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex 
State of New Jersey (Irving Siegler 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon. whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Diseolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State the State of New Jersey, lbo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirteenth day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald couseut and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 5 om file 
in my — office as provided by la 

TESTI IMONY WHEREOF. ] 
a hereto set my hand and atf- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


this Thirteenth day of December 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dee. 21, 28, Jan. 4 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW venees 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 
reeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


PEDDIE COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 60 Park Place 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Samuel <A. Gennet 
being the agent therein and in nue spaneet. 
upon whom process may 
complied with the requirements ot Title if 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary td the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, Pgs rae I, the Secretary of 
State the State of New Jersey. Lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twelfth day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
tn writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, execut by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings or are i on file 
in my said office as provid by 

IN TESTIMONY “OW EREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Treuton. 
this Twelfth day of December. A.D. 
one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dee. 21, 28, Jan. 4 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





Da November 27, 1961 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH T. STINSON, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased. 
notice is “ereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subecriber, 
under oath or affirmation, thelr claims and 
demands against the estate of sald 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from 
recovering the same against 
BDWARD A. STINSON 


vated 





THOMAS E. DURKIN, JR., Attorney 
24 Brenford Place 

Newark 2, N. J 

L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





December 7, 


Dated: 1961 
ESTATE OF GUSTAV MOKSCH, 4 
Pursuan 


UGUST L. MORSCH 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 
11 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. 
L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4, 11 





SHERIFF'S SALE 


SUPERIOR (COHAN) A-3 

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY. 
OHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX OOUNTY, 
DOCKET NO. F-3953-60. Between The 
Nathan Barry Company. a New Jersey cor- 
bration, Plaintiff. vs. Will Toney, et als. 
Jefendants. EXEOUTION. For Sale of 
Mortgaged Premises 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
Execution, to me directed, I shall expose 
for sale by Public Vendue, tn Room 6506. 


Hall of Records (Board Meeting Room). in 
Newark. on Tuesday, the 9th day of January 
next, at 1:30 P.M. (prevailing Time), all 
the following tract or parcel of land and 
the premises hereinafter particularly describ- 


ed, situated, lying and being in the City of 

Newark. Essex County, New Jersey: 
BEGINNING in the northerly line of 

Wright street, at a point therein distant 175 


feet westerly from Avenue B: thence (1) 
along said street westerly 25 feet: thence 
(2) northerly at right angles with said street 
100 feet: thence (3) easterly parallel with 
said street 25 feet: thence (4) southerly 
parallel with the second course 100 feet to 
the ate or place of F.EGINNING 
Being known as 3226 Wright 
Newark, New Jersey 
Being lot No. 12 in Block E 
Property of Nehemiah Perry 
The approximate amour 
to be satisfied by said sale 
Twelve Thousand One Hun 
Dollars and Seventy-Two Cents 
together with the costa of 
Newark, N. J os r < 


street. 
on Map of 


f Judgment 

is . sum of 

dred Fifty-Five 

(312, 155.72), 
this sale. 
1961. 

J AVIA, 

. WANDEL BAT M, 








LeR¢ Sheriff. 
MANDELBAUM 


L.J.—I 


Attorneys 


lec. 14, 21, 28. Jan. 4 $28.98 





i. OF NEW gor 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holdera, deposited in my office that 
PARAMUS METAL FABRICATORS, INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No ersor venue, 
in the Borough of Cliff inty of 















Bergen, State of New , (Edward V. 
Zimmerman being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon wh e338 may be 
gerved), bas complied w requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, lary to the 
issuing of this Certificate « 

NOW, THEREF‘ ae 





State of the State 


Certify that the said corm 

Seventh day of December, “file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
ju writing tw the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholder« 
thereof. which — cousent and the record 
of the proceeding fore sai d are now on file 





in my said office Po provided by law 
IN WHEREOF, I 








TESTIMONY 
ee hereto set my hand and af 
fized my officis] seal. at Trenton 
this Seventh aa f December, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand I bundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L.J.—Deec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF I/JSSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greetin, 


9: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 












{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
ELM RINGS 

& corporation of this Stat whose principal 
office is situated at No. 299 South Harrison 
Street, in the City of East Orange. County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Milton Meler 





being Ge ann Paestn « and in charge thereof. 
npon process ay be served). bas 
complied with the seauioament= of Title 14, 


Corporations, General. of Hevised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of nee Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 


Sta 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seventh day of December, 1961. file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
Doration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are wow on file 
in my eaid office as provided by la 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Seventh day of December, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ail to w these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my ratisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 








holders. deposited in my office that 
ct BEN LN« 
a@ corporation of t! 
office is situa 
in the City of Newar vmunty <¢ 
State of New Jersey (Benjamin I dit 


being the agent therein and in charge manne, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
compiied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the lesulnog 
of thia Certificate of Diseolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, loo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seventh day of December 1061 file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissulution of sald cor- 
poration. executed by ail the stockbolders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Ble 
in my sald office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fized my official seal. at Trenton, 
thin Seventh day of December, A.D 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred = and 
eixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTIN 
Hecretary of State 
L.J.—Dee. 14, 21, 28 21.60 





Dated: November 29, 1961 
ss OF FRED HERRMANN, deceased 
reuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WinNEn Surrogate of the County of Eesex. 
application of the 
of said 
notice ia hereby given to the creditors of 
saki deceased, to exhibit to the ee. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims 
demands against the estate of said 
within eix months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recove! the same against the subscriber. 
JEAN H. VOORHEES 
FREDERICK W. HOCK, Attorney 
14 Prospect Place 
East Orange, N. 


d. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DDISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolutiun thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, depoal in my office that 

THE WILSON COMPANY, INC. 

a@ corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 345 Main Street. 
in the City of East Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Arthur A. Wilson 
being the agent therein and in charge tliereof, 
upon whom process m be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Sixth day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald cousent and the record 
of the eresteanees aforesaid are 5 on file 





in my said office as provided by 
IN TES TIMONY WHE REOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Sixth day of December, A.D., 

(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 

L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
record ¢f the pvroceed- 


WHEREAS, 
by duly authenticated 





ings for the voluntary dissc’ition thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
UNION STOVE & APPLIANCES, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at 400 - 38th Street. 
in the City of Union C ity County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Marvel S. Platoff 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). bas 


the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. lio Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did. on the 
Sixth day of December. 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


complied with 





Dated: November 28, 1961 
ESTATE OF ARTHUR Y. MEEKER, deceased 
to the order of DAVID H. 


this day tion of the 
andersign: on aa ene 
notice is hereby given to eredttors 

eaid d it to the subecriber. 
under oath or aff \e claims and 


within 


eame against 
© BANK OF NEW YORK 
McCARTER & ENGLISH, Attorneys 


Pursvaat 
WIENER, Surrogate ¢ oe County of Keser. 
made on 


Dated: December 8, 1961 
ESTATE OF FRANK J. LUSARDI, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WEIN- 
RR, Surrogate of the County of Eesex. this 
made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executor of said deceased. notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscriber, under oath or 
affirmation, their claims nll — 
the estate of said deceased within six months 
from this date. or they will be “po barred 
from prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the subscriber. 
GEORGE 8. HOCHBERG 
GEORGE 8. HOCHBERG, Attorney 


Date: December 15. 

—— OF AMELIA! HASCHERT, decea 

ant to the order of DAVID 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Administratrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscril 

CLARA E. KING 

NICHOLAS W. KAISER, Attorney 
786 Broad Street 


—_ 








11 Commerc eStreet 17 Academy Street 
Newark 2, N. J. Newark 2, N. J. Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4 L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4, 11 L.J.—Dee. 21, 28, Jan. 4, 11, 18 
STATE OF NEW JERSE STATE OF et JEKSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEP ARTMENT OF STA as . PBPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, a these presenta may come, Toon whom these presenta may come, 
: ree 


Greeting: 

WLIEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ty duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 

IDEAL REOORD PURCHASING CORP. 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 357 Lyons Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Jack Kozloff 


being the axent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom procesa may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revi Btatutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-cighth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are —, on file 
in my said  * as provided by la 

IN TIMONY WHEREOPF. 1 
have yen set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 


this Twenty-eighth day of November. 








(Seal) A.D one thousand nine hundred 
n ae. 
PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW ror 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT! 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 

WHBPREAS, It appears bd my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
Ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
658 CORPORATION 
mn of this State, whose principal 
~“1 at No. 198 Fox Hill Road, 
of Denville, Rainbow Lakes. 





a corporat 
office is situat 
in the Township 











County of Morris, State of New Jersey 
(Benjamin Yanuowsky being the agent therein 
and in charge thereof, upon whom process 
has complied with the 

Tit ae 14, Corporations. Gen- 

tatutes of New Jersey. 


ng of this Certificate 





EFORE, I, the Secretary of 





of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
1 ec yration did, on the 
OC r. 1961, file in 


my office a uly executed and attested consent 





in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | tn writing to the dissvlution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by all the stockholder 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid -. a on file 
in my said office as provided by law. in my said office as provi la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} IN THSTIMON Y WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. fixed mv official seal. at Treuton 
this Sixth day of December. A.D.. s Fourth day of December, A.D. 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and | (Seal) isand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, I J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. f State. 
L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 | L.J 4, 21, 28 $21.60 
? A v STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
STATE OF NEW JEF yet DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
cunsitieiee’ GF A: r CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
’ a 0 0 
7%. all to whom these presents may come, “orecting Se ee a 
dreeting : WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 

STANDAGRO EXPORT CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 308 Thornton Road. 
in the City of Englewood, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jersey (George I. Purvis 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Hevi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifth day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
{on writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by ail the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are —. on file 
in my said office as provided br 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, i 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton, 
this Fifth day of December, A.D.. 
(Seal) pee Lene sand nine hundred and 
E DW "ARD J 
Secretary of 


L.J.—Dec. 14, 21. 28 


PATTEN, 
- $21.60 





OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited 

MEYERS 
2 corporation of this 


STATE 


in my office that 
BAKERY, 


State. 


INC. 


whose 





principal 





office is situated at No irnal Square, in 
the City of Jersey Ci ( nty of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Jack H. Breitbart 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifth day of 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
of sald 





Decembe 






in writing to the dissolution cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholdere 
thereof, which sald conseot and the record 
ef the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


provided by law. 





7 id oMce as 
- = — TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fised mv official seal. at Trenton? 
th day f December, A.D, 
(Seal) theosand nine hundred and 
sixty-one 
BPWAKL J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
LJ Dec. 14, 21, 38 21.60 





by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
consent of all the stock- 
in my office that 
REALTY CO., INC. 
State. whose principa 
589 Central Avenue 

if | range, County of Essex 
of New Jersey Obarles B. Claney, Jr 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said er did, on the 
Fifth day Decembe 1961, file in 
my office a duly execeted cake ttested consent 
in writing to the disso! ution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
fn my eald office as provided by law. 

IN TES TMONY WHEREOF. J 
have hereto 
fixed my official 


by the unanimous 
holders, 


deposited 









State 


set my hend and af- 
seal. 


at Trenton. 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CEKTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
bs duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders, deposited in my office that 
MAIN LIQUOR STORE 

a corm n of this State. whose principal 
office 990 Broad Street 
in the w Coun of Essex 
State of Ne ersey (Be S. Grand 
being the agent inte and in eharne thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 


complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the fesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. 

State of the State of New Jersey, 
eee that the said corporation did. op the 
Fift lay f Deve 1961 file 


ms office | a duly executed and attested consent 


tnber 





In writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which sald cousent and the recon 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now oa Gle 
in my sald offlce as provided by lew 
IN TESMMONY WHEREOF J 
have hereto set my heed and af 
fited mrt Meclal seal at Treeton 
this F of December, AD 
(Seal) tt nine hbundrat and 
@ixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
s “ State 
L.J Dee. 14, 21, 28 21 80 


the Secretary of | 
Do Hereby | 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

KUNEPES CORP. 


a corporation of this State. whose principal 


office is situated at No. 21 Hyatt Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Mack Sepenuk 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom procesa may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General. of Hevised Statutes 
ot New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
“Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
First day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 
this First day of December. A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
ecretary of State. 
L.J.—Ueec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary ———. thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

AIR COURT, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. Cornelia Street, in the 
Borough of East Rutherford, County of Ber- 
gen, State of New Jersey (John H. Trickay 
being the agent therein and in charge tiereof, 
upon whom process may served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do teres 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourth day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which eaild cousent and the record 
of the proceedings ee Rete — on file 
H said office as pro 
a LN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Fourth day of December, A.D., 
(Seal) = thousan nd nine hundred and 
xty-on 
Epw ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
-Dec. 14, 21, 28 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 


AR ee ae Ge & SCALLOP 
‘“ 


my satisfaction. 


ah 











State of 


complied with the require 
Corporations 3 l, 

of New Jerse 
of this Certif 


of is 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey. Io Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. om the 
nb Sle i 


Thirteenth Decer 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the disso!ntion of said cor- 


day of er, 1961, 


























poration. executed by a/l the stockbolders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings af pore are now on Gle 
in my said office as id 
IN TEST iMO NY H 
hav s° 
fred 
| this 
} Seal) <A.D., 
| and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
| Secretary of State 
| L.J.—Dec. 21, 28 $21.6 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
| DEPARTMENT oF sT 
| CEKTIFICATE UF 
| 7 all te whom these 
| Greeting 
WHE REAS, [It appears to my satisfactiog 
| by d eat d record of the vrweed 
} ings for the voluntary dissolutiun (hereo! 
| by the unanimous consent of all the etuck- 
| holders, denesited in my offlce that 
HARRISON II 1 
}& corporatio f 
ee yt 
City 
{ N 
} reof 
as 
14 
of Ne 





|} im writkeg to the dissvlc 
perativa, executed by all the 
| thereof, whkb satd conseat and the record 
of the proceat! aforesaid are sow om fle 
n my said 








y law 
WHERSOF, J 
Dant ant af 
Treetos 





my 
eee!) at 


| 


day af Dewemter 

Seal AD we thentand ate hundred 
| ami «I< ue 
| HDOWAR ry J 
ee 


PATTEN 
State 
1LJ.-dee. Bt. 28, Janu. 4 $21 6v 





$21.60 | 


these presente may come, | 


ng: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited im my office that 


GUYRO CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 125 Elm Street. in 
the Town of Westfield, County of Union, 
State of New Jersey (Irvine B. Johnstone. Jr. 
belng the ayent therein and in charge gy no 
upon whom procese may served). 
complied with the requirements of Title It, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 
Fourth day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, wh said couxent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my officis! seal. at Trenton, 


this Fourth day of December, A.D., 


(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
a  # a 

L.J.—Dec. 14, 21 $21.60 





ATE OF NEW <r 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL CTION 
whom these presenta may come, 


9 < 
WHER REAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


BARNET REALTY 60. 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
ce is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County 
State of New Jersey (Samuel J. 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom procese may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New oe preliminary to the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the cretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourth day of December. 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
tn writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, execnted by a/l the stockholders 
thereof, which eaid consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law. 

IN ESTIMONY WHEREOF. 13 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed mr official seal. at Trenton, 
Pus this F —_ day of December, A.D., 
Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 

eixty- as 

EI Ww ARD J. PATTEN, 
ary of State. 
..J.—Dee. 14, 21, 28 








$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

OF STATE 
IJSSOLUTION 
preaents may come, 


DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 
these 


To all to 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, 


tchom 






weed. 






thereof 
stock- 

VI ILLAGE SHO 
a corporat f this S rineipal 


Secretary of 
lt) Hereby 
iid a the 














STATE OF 
DEPARTM ENT 0 
CERTIFICATE OF DiIssv 
To al to whom these orvsents 
Gree 





tac imoge 
depus ited 


by tbe 
holders, 


See is situate 








oe die a doly  quequted am! atiewted cvaseat 
my writing G (the disselutiva of sald coe 
peration. execofed by all the stockbuldere 
there’, whket eal! Svmseat and the noon 
of the proceedings aforesall are few “a iw 
we my nie ve as provided Dy 

TES TM MONY WHEN EC Ua ! 
bereée set mr Dard ant af 
oma! wel 8 Treetve. 
mis woth Jay af Dewwmler AD 
samt duno aw 





EPWAKD J 


$2: oe 








Page Twelve 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, DECEMBER 28, 1961 








Medical Care For Aged Within Social Security 
Endorsed By Union Bar 





The Bar Association of Union 
County endorsed Social Security 
coverage to provide medical care 
for the aged at a recent meeting 
at the Union County Court House, 
uuzabeth, when it adopted the 
following report and resolution 
presented by its Committee on 
Social Security and Pensions: 


Report 

The Social Security and Pen- 
sion Committee of the Bar Asso- 
ciation of Union County has con- 
sidered the advisability of in- 
cluding medical care for the 
aged within Social Security cov- 
erage and has concluded that 
there is a genuine social need 
to provide financial assistance 
for medical care for aged persons 
and that it can be accomplished 
most effectively and equitably 
by including it within Federal 
Social Security. This Commit- 
tee therefore presents the fol- 
lowing resolution for considera- 
tion of this Association: 

“Whereas, there is a genuine 
social need to provide financial 


assistance for medical care for 
aged persons; and 
“Whereas, it can be accom- 


plished most effectively and 
equitably by including it within 
Federal Social Security cover- 
age; now therefore be it 

“Resolved that the Bar Associ- 
ation of Union County hereby en- 
dorses enactment of Federal Leg- 
islation amending the Social Se- 
curity Act to provide adequate 
medical care for aged persons; 
and be it further 

“Resolved that the members of 
the House of Representatives and 





United States Senate from New 
Jersey and the members of the 
appropriate Congressional Com- 
mittees be requested to give fav- 
orable consideration to the en- 
actment of suitable legislation |! 
to provide adequate medical care 
for aged persons within Social 
Security coverage; and be it fur- 
ther 

“Resolved that the Secretary of 
this Association be requested to 
send copies of this resolution to 
the members of the House of Re- 


presentatives and United States | 2 
and to/| 


Senate from New Jersey 
the members of the Congres- 
sional Committees having con- 
sideration of Social Security Leg- 
islation.” 

Social Security and Pension 


Committee of the Bar Asso- | 


ciation of Union County 
Abe P. Friedman 
Thomas F. Hueston 
Robert T. Weltchek 
M. Jordan Price, (Chairman 


Pe 


M. Robert 


ven, Gelman & Hollander, 
Main St., Hackensack. 





Miron M. Walley has moved his 
offices to 700 Park Ave., Plainfield. 


Richard Cardinal Cushing, on 
March 27, 1959, commenting on 
the American Bar Association 
World Peace Through Law Pro- 
gram, said—‘(it) may well be 
the most significant of our times, 
for it can set the pattern of the 
future of the world.” 
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Gold Lettering 75c. 
Printed Minutes $1.00 


the Unicorp completely integrated 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 
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49 EDISON PLACE @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 


MArket 4-5577 


Poley has become | 
associated with the firm of Gar-| ,,...,., 
241] 

| Jé 








Mercer Weekly And 
Daily Calls 


WEEKLY CALL - JANUARY 3rd, 1962 
The 
Ww ednesday, 















3rd, 1962, at 


ary 10:30 
norable Ralph J. Fusco, 


J.8.C., 





. Counsel 
» Call and indicate the 
sgaested date for trial. 
mimediately be notitied 
Twise disposed of upon 
r immediately upon 
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$945 416C, 

§ . 1028, "iss : 34758, 
+34 37338, 3510, 3858S. 

I CALL (TRIAL LIST) 

NESDAY, JANUARY 3, 1962 

are scheduled for trial 

pF u 3, 1962 | 

ed on that | 

4th floor | 

unty Court} 

ae 1 are required | 

id be ready to try their 

yuld immediately be notified | 

otherwise d sed of upon 

notice or immediately upon | 

3rd, 1962 - 9:3 30 A.M. | 

(2688S, 4128), 3270, 4188S, 2408S, 3338, | 

4018, 503C, 2478S, 798 | 

TRIAL LIST (DAILY CALL) | 

JANUARY 8, 9 10, ae 962 
(Monday, , Thursday 
scheduled for tria 
Ji ynUary 





ring Monday, 


be ready to try 


umeéediately be notified 
wise disposed of. 


XC, 296C, 3398, 


sentence, 


9:30 A.M 
1:30 P.M 


ly Call, Motions 
Se st emé “nt Conference 
Bankruptcies 


Bankruptcies before Referees Lipkin. Tallyn 
and Fishberg. 













BARNETT, rigger 14 Delavan St., Lam- 
bertville; vol. ; lia $2,429; assets $610; 
solr, Jac » Chantz; 1 
JRSTE r. Wabash Ave., 

i assets $500 ; 





























1028 Aleyon Dr., 
: $3,515; assets $501; 
ath lan; 12-19 
IPPULITO. Carl, Jr 59 Rosev rille Ave., 
Newark; vol.; liab. $5,451; assets $924; 
solr. Abram A. Golden; 12-2 
FELDMAN, Jack, a/k/a John 149 De Long 
Ave., Dumont; vol.; liab. $9, 314; assets 
3300; anuel Weitz; 12-18. 
OROUSE, . 262 No. Grove St., 
East liab. $53,625; assets 
$255 12-21 
HAPP Bridge 
Kd., B 7: assets 
34, S50: 3 
onmouth 
7; assets 
vu. 
So, Port Murray; 
$1,900; solr. 
East Elizabeth 
olr. A. Robt. 
Lane, Levit- 


7; assets $1,002; 


Levittown: 
solr. Edw. 


lett Lane, 
}; assets 3902; 


Sr 


3714B He rbert ane 
h 31 35 8 


Passaic Trials 


SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
HAROLD KOLOVSKY 
nuary S—12, 74, (104, 

148, 160, 171, 221, 
446, (451, 614), 487, 
609, 643, 1669 
January 9—170, (316. 1075. 
3%, 410. 458, 460, 485, 488 
501, 510, 537. 5388, 551, 556, 
1728, L 171-61 
Wednesday, Ja ty 10- 

407, 437. 449. 452 
1121 1574). 


533, 534, 


BEFORE 


612, 613), 
314, 327, 
489, 522, 


1384), 
495, 
560, 





566 
292, 297, 
457, (464. 651, 
475, 500, 518. 
13280, L-10947- 60. 
Thursday, January 11—/PW 9, PW 15), 
PW 10, 426, 1017, (McDougel vs. Restivo), 
5274-61. 
§ January Weekly Call. 
e Trials 2 565, a 


390, 
981, 
529, 


—33, 









12—Motions. 
P.M.—46, 486, 





followi ng cases are listed for call on | 
anu 


f designati ng @ trial date in | 
» Mercer County | 
are | 


| able. 
| Submit detailed resume and salary desired 


N. J. L. J. Index Page 684 





CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





address answers to: 

New Jersey Law Journal 
cLA — 
240 Mulberry St., 
Newark 1, N. J. 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


acc a OPPORTUNITY 


| 
| In answering any box ads, 








for advancement. imum 5 years general 
and trial experience. Give d 
and salary requirement. OLA 292. 


MAN INTERESTED 
in negligence work. No experience neces- 


sary. Permanent full time arrangement. Pre- 
fer north Jersey resident. Send complete 





ATTORNEY. YOUNG 


32, | resume including salary desired. CLA 907. 





ATTORNEY FOR BUSY MIDDLE- 

sex County office with general practice, 
including trial work. Some experience desir- 
Opportunity for permanent association. 


YOUNG 


CLA 919. 


YOUNG ATTORNEY NEEDED TO ASSIST 
very busy practitioner in Burlington County. 
Practice includes collection matters and other 














Excellent opportunity with future. 
CLA 920. 
YOUNG ATTORNEY FOR JERSEY CITY 


office interested in litigation and research. 
Send complete resume including salary de- 
sired. CLA 921. 





YOUNG ATTORNEY FOR BUSY LAW 

office moving to Maplewood: ust have 
general experience ; State a age, 
experience and salary desired. CLA 


ATTORNEY WANTED BY NORTHERN 

3ergen County law firm. Please furnish 
complete background, experience, etc. and 
salary expected; General Practice. CLA 928, 


ATTORNEY — PASSAIC COUNTY OFFICE 

attractive opportunity for lawyer seeking 
a permanent association in office with trial 
practice in negligence, municipal condemna- 
tions and workmen's compensation. CLA 929. 


EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY FOR AD- 

vancement for attorney interested in negli- 
gence and general trial work. Must have at 
least 5 years of general and trial experience. 
Sal ary plus bonus arrangement. Please write 
stating ane. qualifications and experience. 
CLA 936 


ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENSE OF COMPEN- 

sation and negligence cases for ins. co.; 
company benefits; send resume and salary 
desired. CLA 931. 


ATTORNEY—EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY. 
usy general practice in Bergen County. 
Give detailed resume and salary requirements. 
CLA 935. 

SAP cone Shae Owe 

















Reply confidential 


Schedule Of 
Hon. A. J. Cafiero 


COURT CALENDAR 
Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland 
and Salem Counties 
Hon. A. J. Cafiero 
Assignment Judge Superior Court 
Mailing Address 
2010 Central Ave., No. Wildwood 

January 2, 3—Opening Court 

January 4-5, 8-11, 15-18, 22-25— 

Atlantic City 

January 29-February Febru- 
ary 5-8—Cape May Court House 

February 13-15, 19-21, 26-March 

1, March 5-8, 12-15, 19-22— 

Bridgeton 
March 26-29, April 2-5—Atlantic 

City 
April 9-12, 23-26—Bridgeton 

All motions that can be heard 
by the County Judge are to be 
scheduled for the County in 
which the cause arises or is pend- 
‘ling (R.R. 1:31-1). 

The Assignment Judge will be 
available at Cape May Court 
House on each Friday or other 
motion days for all matters re- 
quired or desired to be brought 
before him, including P.W. pre- 
trials. 

Such matters will also be heard 
in the various Counties on any 
scheduled trial day, if prior ar- 
rangements are made. 





9 


“, 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


_ NG ATTORNEY OR LIMITED ATTOR- 
ey a busy Newark office. Salary open. 
MArket 2-5070 for an appointment. 


EMPLOYMENT WANTED 


ADMITTED NEW YORK AND 
New Jersey. Fifteen years experience as 
defense att orney and Claims Mgr. NYC Casu- 
Seeks association Insur- 
f e Attorney or tirm, Bergen or 
Passaic preterred. Kesume on request. CLA 
925. 





Call 








ATTORNEY: 










YUUNG ATTORNEY, 3 YEARS GENERAL 





practice, desires to associate himself to 
learn lst and 2nd mortgage practice. CLA 
933. 
ATTORNEY CAPABLE & EXPERIENCED 
equipped to bandle any matter ou a fee 
basis or per day from own office. CLA 934. 








AGGRESSIVE YOUNG ATTORNEY SPECI 
alizing in di fieult tort liability available 
for referrals. UL 3-1944. 


FOR RENT 


FURNISHED LAW OFFICES re UDING 
ibrary -confereuce room), Ma Street. 
Sayreville. 4-1533 after 5:00 P.M 











Call CL 





UPPER 
buLudlng. 
occupancy, 


MON 'BCLAIR PROFESSIONAL 
— space aval lable. Imme 
evator servi PI 4-0 O44, 


diat 








ROOM IN ATTORNEY'S SUITE IN SUBURB 
ban Uu.ion County, library, rece bt ionist 

mail and vhone service, secretarial! service, if 

needed—rent very reasonable. CH 1- 1510. 





OFFICE, STREET FLOOR TO SHARE WITH 








C.P.A Bergenline Ave., West New York. 
NJ Phose Un 7-3871. 
FOR SALE 
FOR SALE 

N.J. Law and Equity Reports, N.J. Superi r. 
N.J. isc., Atlantic Reporters lst yan 2nd 
series. Wigmore on i oe Collie Ee! 
ington on Bankruptcy. West N Dige 





Statutes Anno., Corpus Juris “See. 
James Negligence. All books in 1 
dition. A. Ulrick, 351 Plymouth Rd., 
MU 8-5341. 


OFFICE SPACE WANTED 


WANTED OFFICE SPACE 
ATTORNEYS DESIRE TWO OR THREE 
rooms in downtown Newark, or will con- 

sider sharing with two other attorz a in 
large suite with common waiting ro Call 
Mr. Dultz or Mr. Inlander, Mitebell 3.8181. 


SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 


CITATIONS of cases in point furnished. | 
$15 per point: emergency or excerpting 
services extra. 
Sam Weiss, 
380 Mt. Prospect Ave., 
Newark, N. J. 
HUmboldt 2-5258 


GENEALUGY: HEIRS AND ABSENT DE- 

fendanta located; affidavit of inquiry sup 
Dlied. Low fees. Excellent references. Frod 
B. Handlon, 243 Greylock Parkway. Bel.-- 
ville 9, N. J. Tel. PLymouth 9-4169. 























HANDWRITING & DOCUMENT EXPERT. 
qualified examiner; - 

trated. Hanna F. Si 

Jackson Heights 72, N.Y.C. ILlinota 8-6176. 








HANDWRITING EXPERT EXAMINER, 
disputed documents. J. Howard Haring, 
15 Park Row, New York 38, N.Y. BArclay 
7-8773. Res. Tel. Newark, N.J. HU 3-2014. 


HANDWRITING EXPERT — SIGNATURES 
—Questioned documents. Illustrated Testi- 














mony. Daniel 8. Anthony, 92 Mt. Vernon 

Place, Newark, N.J. Days: MI 2-6009; 

Evenings: ESsex 1-4864. 

EXAMINATION OF HANDWRITINGS. 
Kari Aschaffenburg; 22 Morgan Place: 

Princeton, N.J. WA 4-5813. Oonsultant 

Security Office. Educational Testing Se 

TITLE 

Union, E tris and rea omen Counties 

COMMU? z S E 

435 W. Sth Ave . Roselle, € Hq 5-0488. 





WANTED TO PURCHASE 


IN PURCHASING 





WE 
sect ond mortgages and chattel mortgages at 


ARE INTERESTED 











count: also heirs’ interests in estates. 
2 & CO., 60 Park Place, Newark - 
Mitchell 2-5124. 
WANTED 
New Jersey beens Libraries 
A. Ullrick, 387 Plymouth Rd., Union. N.J. 
MU $5341 








Since 1930: PERSONNEL, CREDIT 
and NEGLIGENCE REPORTS 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM V. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Nework 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 

















LEGAL SIZE FILE CABINETS 


USED & NEW 
Full Suspension—"A" Grade 
Complete Line of Office Equipment 
EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHSE. 
200 Montgomery St, Paterson, NJ 
LA 32-6153 











Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


-Clinton 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 
Organized byN.J. Lawyers . Operated forN.J. Lawyers 


Title Insurance Agencies In 


FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New BRUNSWICK. 
PaTERSON @ Toms RIvER @ TRENTON 


iS MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST. 


HACKENSACK 
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